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M AJOR APPROACH TO THE STUDY OF L ANGUAGE — DISCIPLINARITY AND GENRE
“DISCIPLINING COMPOSITION: GENRE THEORY, DISCIPLINARITY
AND THE PLACE OF COMPOSITION”

Part One: Disciplinary Writing

The works contained in this section relate to theories of disciplinarity as well asto issues specific to
the teaching of writing in various disciplines. Emphasis will be placed upon understanding the goals of
Writing in the Disciplines (WID) and Writing Across the Curriculum (WAC) programs, as well asthe
special requirements of disciplinary membership. Special attention will be paid to the formation of
English departments in an effort to help situate composition/rhetoric programs within them.

Bazerman, Charles and James Paradis, eds. Textual Dynamics of the Professions: Historical and
Contemporary Sudies of Writing in Professional Communities. Madison: U of Wisconsin P,
1991. Selections, including:
Fahnestock, Jeanne, and Marie Secor. “The Rhetoric of Literary Criticism.” (p. 17-36)

Bourdieu, Pierre, Jean-Claude Passeron and Monique de Saint Martin. Academic Discourse: Linguistic
Misunderstanding and Professorial Power. Trans. Richard Teese. Cambridge, England: Polity
Press, 1994.

Bourdieu, Pierre. Language and Symbolic Power. Ed. John B. Thompson. Trans. Gino Raymond and
Matthew Adamson. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1991.

Colomb, Gregory. “Disciplinary ‘ Secrets and the Apprentice Writer: The Lessons for Critical Thinking.”
Resource Publication, Series 1 No. 6. Montclair State Coll., Upper Montclair, NJ: Inst. for
Critical Thinking, 1988. ERIC Document: ED 352331.

Dillon, George. Contending Rhetorics: Writing in the Academic Disciplines. Indianapolis: Indiana UP,
1991.

Foucault, Michel. Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison. Tr. Alan Sheridan. New Y ork: Vintage
Books, 1979.

-------------------- . The Archaeology of Knowledge and the Discourse on Language. Trans. A.M. Sheridan
Smith. New Y ork: Pantheon Books, 1972.

Herrington, Anne, and Charles Moran. Writing, Teaching & Learning in the Disciplines. New Y ork:
MLA, 1992.

Joliffe, David A., ed. Writing in Academic Disciplines. Norwood, NJ: Ablex Publishing Corporation,
1988.

Messer-Davidow, Ellen, David Shumway and David Sylvan. Knowledges: Historical and Critical
Sudiesin Disciplinarity. Charlottesville, UP of Virginia, 1993.

Odéll, Lee, and Dixie Gaswami, eds. Writing in Nonacademic Settings. New York: Guilford Press, 1985.
Ohmann, Richard. English in America: A Radical View of the Profession. New Y ork: Oxford UP, 1976.

Robertson, Alice, and Barbara Smith, eds. Teaching in the 21% Century: Adapting Writing Pedagogies to
the College Curriculum. New York: Falmer Press, 1999.
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Russell, David. Writing in the Academic Disciplines, 1870-1990. Carbondale: Southern Illinois UP,
1991.

Scholes, Robert E. The Rise and Fall of English: Reconstructing English as a Discipline. New Haven:
Yae UP, 1998.

Watkins, Evan. Work Time: English Departments and the Circulation of Cultural Value. Stanford:
Stanford UP, 1989.

Young, Art, and Toby Fulwiler. Writing Across the Disciplines. Research Into Practice. Upper Montclair,
NJ: Boynton/Cook Publishers, 1986.

Part Two: Composition — History, Pedagogy and Theory

This section will consider the history of composition (and writing instruction in the university) and
highlight composition pedagogy as it has been conceived in the past half-century. Special emphasis will
be placed on looking toward the future of composition/rhetoric programs both within English
departments and within the university in general.

Bergmann, Linda. “Academic Discourse & Academic Service: Composition versus WAC in the
University.” CEA Critic 58.3 (1996): 50-59.

Berlin, James A. Rhetoric and Reality: Writing Instruction in American Colleges, 1900-1985.
Carbondale: Southern Illinois UP, 1987.

Bizzell, Patricia. Academic Discourse and Critical Consciousness. Pittsburgh: U of Pittsburgh P, 1992.

Brereton, John C., ed. The Origins of Composition in the American College, 1875-1925: A Documentary
History. Pittsburgh: U of Pittsburgh P, 1995.

Brodkey, Linda. Writing Permitted in Designated Areas Only. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 1996.

Brodkey, Linda. “On the Subject of Class & Gender in the ‘Literacy Letters.” College English 51.2
(Feb 1989): 125-141. Rpt in Cross-Talk in Comp Theory: A Reader. Ed. Victor Villanueva, Jr.
Urbana, IL: NCTE, 1997. 639-658.

Connors, Robert J. Composition-Rhetoric: Backgrounds, Theory and Pedagogy. Pittsburgh: U of
Pittsburgh P, 1997.

Cooper, Marilyn M., and Michagl Holzman. Writing as Social Action. Portsmouth, NH: Boynton/Cook,
19809.

Corbett, Edward P.J. Classical Rhetoric for the Modern Sudent. New Y ork: Oxford UP, 1990.

Crowley, Sharon. Composition in the University: Historical and Polemical Essays. Pittsburgh: U of
Pittsburgh P, 1998.

Faigley, Lester. Fragments of Rationality: Postmodernity and the Subject of Composition. Pittsburgh: U
of Pittsburgh P, 1992.
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Harris, Joseph. A Teaching Subject: Composition Snce 1966. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall,
1997.

Kinneavy, James. A Theory of Discourse: The Aims of Discourse. New York: W.W. Norton & Company,
1971.

Lu, Min-zhan. “Redefining the Legacy of Mina Shaughnessy: A Critique of the Politics of Linguistic
Innocence.” Journal of Basic Writing 10.1 (1991) 26-40.

Miller, Susan. Textual Carnivals: The Politics of Composition. Carbondale: Southern Illinois UP, 1991.

Miller, Thomas. The Formation of College English: Rhetoric and Belles Lettres in the British Cultural
Provinces. Pittsburgh: U of Pittsburgh P, 1997.

Murphy, James, ed. A Short History of Writing Instruction from Ancient Greece to Twentieth Century
America. Davis, CA: Hermagoras Press, 1990.

North, Stephen. The Making of Knowledge in Composition: Portrait of an Emerging Field. Upper
Montclair, NJ: Boynton/Cook Publishers, 1987.

Schreiner, Steven. “A Portrait of the Student asa Y oung Writer: Re-evaluating Emig & the Process
Movement” CCC 48.1 (1997): 86-104.

WEells, Susan. Sweet Reason: Rhetoric and the Discourses of Modernity. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1996.

Part Three: Theories of Rhetoric and Genre

Thisfinal section will consider the relatively new theoretical approach to writing instruction: genre
theory. Recent work suggests that genres should be conceived not as static classifications, but as social
actions (C. Miller). Thisredefinition indicates a place where genre theory can enhance both composition
and writing in the disciplines programs. Special attention will be paid to the pedagogical implications of
various theories of genre.

Bakhtin, M. M. “The Problem of Speech Genres.” Jpeech Genres and Other Late Essays. eds. Caryl
Emerson and Michael Holquist. Austin, TX: U of Texas P, 1986. 60-102.

Bazerman, Charles. Shaping Written Knowledge: The Genre and Activity of the Experimental Articlein
Science. Madison: U of Wisconsin P, 1988. Selections, including:
“The Problem of Writing Knowledge” (p. 3-17)
“What Written Knowledge Does: Three Examples of Academic Discourse” (p. 18-28)

Berkenkotter, Carol, and Thomas N. Huckin. Genre Knowledge in Disciplinary Communication:
Cognition/Culture/Power. Hillsdale: Lawrence Erlbaum, 1995. Selections, including:
“Gatekeeping at an Academic Convention” (p. 61-78)
“Conventions, Conversations, and the Writer: An Apprenticeship Tale of a Doctoral
Student” (p. 117-150)
“Suffer the Little Children: Learning the Curriculum Genres of School and University”
(p. 151-163)

------------------- . “Rethinking Genre From a Sociocognitive Perspective” Written Communication. 10.4
(October 1993): 475-509.
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Bishop, Wendy, and Hans Ostrom, eds. Genre and Writing: 1ssues, Arguments, Alternatives. Portsmouth:
Boynton/Cook Publishers, 1997. Selections, including:

Bishop, Wendy. “Preaching What We Practice as Professionalsin Writing” (p. 3-16)

Devitt, Amy. “Genre as Language Standard” (p. 45-55)

Journet, Debra. “Boundary Rhetoric and Disciplinary Genres. Redrawing the Mapsin
Interdisciplinary Writing” (p. 56-65)

Freedman, Aviva. “Situating ‘ Genre’ and Situated Genres. Understanding Student
Writing from a Genre Perspective” (p. 179-189)

Mirtz, Ruth M. “The Territorial Demands of Form and Process: The Case for Student
Writing as a Genre” (p. 190-198)

North, Stephen M., et d “The Role of Writing in English Graduate Education and the
‘Nexus of Discourses” (p. 251-264)

Bitzer, Lloyd F. “The Rhetorical Situation.” Rhetoric: Concepts, Definitions, Boundaries. Eds. William
A. Covino and David A. Jolliffe. Boston: Allyn and Bacon, 1995. 300-310.

Campbell, Karilyn Kohrs and Kathleen Hall Jamieson. “Form and Genre in Rhetorical Criticism: An
Introduction.” Form and Genre: Shaping Rhetorical Action. Falls Church: Speech
Communication Association, 1976. 9-32.

Christie, Frances. “Genres as Choice.” The Place of Genre in Learning: Current Debates. Ed. lan Reid.
Geelong: Deakin UP, 1988. 22-34.

Consigny, Scott. “Rhetoric and Its Situations.” Philosophy and Rhetoric 7.3 (1974).
Derrida, Jacques. “The Law of Genre.” Critical Inquiry. 7 (1980): 55-81.

Devitt, Amy J. “Generalizing about Genre: New Conceptions of an Old Concept.” CCC 44.4 (December
1993): 573-585.

Fish, Stanley. “Rhetoric.” Rhetoric in an Antifoundational World: Language, Culture and Pedagogy.
Eds. Michad Bernard-Donals and Richard R. Glejzer. New Haven: Yae UP, 1998. 33-64.

Freedman, Aviva and Peter Medway, eds. Genre and the New Rhetoric. Bristol, PA: Taylor & Francis,
1994. Sdlections, including:
Miller, Carolyn R. “Genre as Social Action” (p. 23-42)
Freadman, Anne. “Anyone for Tennis?’ (p. 43-66)
Miller, Carolyn R. “Rhetorical Community: The Cultural Basis of Genre” (p. 67-78)
Bazerman, Charles. “ Systems of Genres and the Enactment of Socia Intentions’
(p. 79-104)
Schryer, Catherine F. “The Lab vs. the Clinic: Sites of Competing Genres’ (p. 105-124)
Van Nostrand, A.D. “A Genre Map of R&D Knowledge Production for the US
Department of Defense” (p. 133-145)
Paré, Anthony, and Graham Smart. “Observing Genres in Action: Towards a Research
Methodology” (p. 146-154)
Giltrow, Janet. “ Genre and the Pragmatic Concept of Background Knowledge”
(p. 155-180)
Coe, Richard M. * *An Arousing and Fulfillment of Desires : The Rhetoric of Genrein
the Process Era - and Beyond” (p. 181-190)
Freadman, Aviva. “ ‘Do as| say’: The Relationship between Teaching and Learning New
Genres’ (p. 191-210)
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----------------- . Learning and Teaching Genre. Portsmouth, NH: Boynton/Cook Publishers, Inc., 1994.
Selections, including:

Freedman, Aviva, and Peter Medway. “Introduction: New Views of Genre and Their
Implications for Education” (p. 1-24)

Bazerman, Charles. “Where Is the Classroom?’ (p. 25-30)

Giltrow, Janet, and Michele Valiquette. “ Genres and Knowledge: Students Writing in the
Disciplines’ (p. 47-62)

Currie, Pat. “What Counts as Good Writing? Enculturation and Writing Assessment”
(p. 63-80)

Coe, Richard M. “Teaching Genre as Process’ (p. 157-172)

Dias, Patrick. “Initiating Studentsinto the Genres of Discipline-Based Reading and
Writing” (p. 193-206)

Jamieson, Kathleen M. “ Antecedent Genre as Rhetorical Constraint.” Quarterly Journal of Speech. 61
(December 1975): 406-415.

Jarratt, Susan. Rereading the Sophists: Classical Rhetoric Refigured. Carbondale: Southern Illinois UP,
1991.

Lovitt, Carl R., and Art Y oung. “Rethinking Genre in the First-Y ear Composition Course: Helping
Student Writers Get Things Done.” Profession (1997): 113-125.

Miller, Carolyn R. “The Polis as Rhetorical Community.” Rhetorica 11.3 (Summer 1993): 211-240.

Raoberts, R. H., and J. M. M. Good, eds. The Recovery of Rhetoric: Persuasive Discourse and
Disciplinarity in the Human Sciences. Charlottesville: UP of Virginia, 1993. Selections,
including:

Roberts, R. H., and J. M. M. Good. “Introduction:; Persuasive Discourse In and Between
Disciplines in the Human Sciences’ (p. 1-22)

Cahn, Michadl. “The Rhetoric of Rhetoric: Six Tropes of Disciplinary Self-Congtitution”
(p. 61-84)

Russell, David R. “Rethinking Genre in School and Society: An Activity Theory Analysis.” Written
Communication 14.4 (October 1997): 504-554.

Swales, John. “The Concept of Genre.” Genre Analysis: English in Academic and Research Settings.
Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1990. 33-67.

Vatz, Richard E. “The Myth of the Rhetorical Situation.” Philosophy & Rhetoric 6.3 (1973): 154-174.

Williams, Joseph M., and Gregory G. Colomb. “The Case for Explicit Teaching: Why What Y ou Don’'t
Know Won't Help You.” Research in the Teaching of English. 27.3 (October 1993): 252-264.
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M AJOR APPROACH TO THE STUDY OF L ANGUAGE — DISCOURSE ANALYSIS
“HISTORICAL, THEORETICAL AND PEDAGOGICAL APPROACHES TO DISCOURSE”

Part One: Discourse Analysis

This section provides an overview of language analysis, focusing on extended discour se samples.
Part one compares discourse analysis with its critical counterpart and with conversation analysis.
Special attention will be paid to the differences in application of each variety of language study.

Austin, JL. How to Do Things with Words. 2" Edition, J.O. Urmson and Marina Shis3 eds.
Cambridge, MA: Harvard UP, 1962.

Bakhtin, M.M. “Discourse in the Novel.” In The Dialogic Imagination. Michagl Holquist, ed. Austin,
TX: U of Texas P, 1975. 259-422.

----------------- . “The Problem of Speech Genres.” Speech Genres and Other Late Essays. eds. Caryl
Emerson and Michael Holquist. Austin, TX: U of Texas P, 1986. 60-102.

Brown, Gillian and George Yule. Discourse Analysis. New Y ork: Cambridge UP, 1983.

Goffman, Erving. “Replies and Responses’; “Footing.” In Forms of Talk. Philadelphia: U of
Pennsylvania P, 1981. 5-78; 124-160.

----------------- . Frame Analysis: An Essay on the Organization of Experience. Boston, Northeastern UP,

Grice, H.P. “Logic and Conversation.” In Syntax and Semantics, Vol. 3: Speech Acts. P. Coleand J.L.
Morgan, eds. New York: Academic Press, 1975. 41-58.

Grimshaw, Allen. Language as Social Resource. Stanford, CA: Stanford UP, 1981.

------------------ and Peter J. Burke, eds. What’s Going on Here?: Complimentary Sudies of Professional
Talk. Norwood, NJ: Ablex Publishing, 1994.

Halliday, M.A K. and Rugaiya Hasan. Cohesion in English. London: Longman, 1976.

Hasan, Rugaiya. “ Speaking with Reference to Context” Text and Context in Functional Linguistics. ed.
Mohsen Ghadessy. Amsterdam, Netherlands: Benjamins, 1998.

Hasan, Rugaiya, and Geoff Williams, eds. Literacy in Society. London; Longman, 1996. (*“Hasan,
“Literacy: Everyday Talk and Society”)

Hatch, Evelyn. Discourse and Language Education. New Y ork: Cambridge UP, 1992.
Holmes, Janet. Introduction to Sociolinguistics. London and New Y ork: Longman, 1992.
Lakoff, George and Mark Johnson. Metaphors We Live By. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1980.

Lakoff, George. Women, Fire and Dangerous Things: What Categories Reveal About the Mind.
Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1987.
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Philipsen, Gerry. *Situated Meaning, Ethnography, and Conversation Analysis: Person-Referencein
‘High School’”. Research on Language and Social Interaction. 23:24. 225-40.

Renkema, Jan. Discourse Sudies: An Introductory Textbook. Philadelphia: J. Benjamins, 1993.
Riessman, Catherine. Narrative Analysis. London: Sage Publications, 1993.

Sacks, Harvey, Emanuel a. Schegloff and Gail Jefferson. "A Simplest Systematics for the
Organization of Turn-Taking for Conversation." Language 50.4 (1974): 696-735.

Searle, John. Speech Acts: An Essay in the Philosophy of Language. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge UP,
1969.

Schiffrin, Deborah. Discourse Markers. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1987.
----------------- . Approaches to Discourse. Cambridge, MA: Blackwell, 1994.

Stubbs, Michael. Discourse Analysis: The Sociolinguistic Analysis of Natural Language. Oxford: B.
Blackwell, 1983.

Toolan, Michadl. Narrative: A Critical Linguistic Introduction. London and New Y ork: Routledge,
1988.

van Dijk, Tuen A., ed. Discourse as Social Interaction. 2 vols. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications,
1997.

----------------- . Handbook of Discourse Analysis. 4 vols. London: Academic Press, 1985.

Yule, George. Pragmatics. Oxford, UK: Oxford UP, 1996.

Part Two: Language and Power

This section will consider more deeply the implications of language inequalities. Expanding on
theories of critical discourse analysis, this section will focus on how language per petuates and
disseminates power relationships.

Bourdieu, Pierre. Language and Symbolic Power. Cambridge: Polity Press, 1991.

Caldras-Coulthard, Carmen Rosa and Malcolm Coulthard. Texts and Practices: Readingsin Critical
Discourse Analysis. New Y ork: Routledge, 1996.

Cameron, Deborah, et al. Researching Language: Issues of Power and Method. New Y ork: Routledge,
1992.

----------------- . Verbal Hygiene. London and New Y ork: Routledge, 1995.

Clark, Romy et a., eds. Language and Power: Papers from the Twenty-second Annual Meeting of the
British Association of Applied Linguistics. London: Centre for Information on Language
Teaching and Research for Association of Applied Linguistics, 1989.

Fairclough, Norman. Critical Discourse Analysis. New Y ork: Longman, 1995.
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----------------- . Media Discourse. New York: E. Arnold, 1995.

----------------- . Discourse and Social Change. Cambridge, MA: Polity Press, 1992.

----------------- . Language and Power. New Y ork: Longman, 1989.

Fowler, Roger et al, eds. Language and Control. Boston: Routledge & K. Paul, 1979.

Hodge, Bob and Gunther Kress. Social Semiotics. London: Routledge, 1988.

----------------- . Language as |deology, 2™ ed. New Y ork: Routledge, 1993.

Joseph, John E. and Talbot J. Taylor. Ideologies of Language. London and New Y ork: Routledge, 1990.
LeCercle, Jean-Jacques. The Violence of Language. New Y ork: Longman, 1992.

Lippi-Green, Rosina. English With an Accent: Language, |deology, and Discrimination in the United
Sates. London and New Y ork: Routledge, 1997.

van Dijk, Tuen A. “Principles of Critical Discourse Analysis.” Discourse and Society 4.2 (1993): 249-

83.
----------------- . News as Discourse. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Publishers; 1988.
----------------- . Elite Discourse and Racism. Nebury Park, CA: Sage Publications, 1993.
----------------- . ldeology: A Multidisciplinary Approach. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, 1998.
1983 and Walter Kintsch. Strategies of Discourse Comprehension. New Y ork: Academic Press,

Williams, Glyn. Sociolinguistics: A Sociological Critique. London and New Y ork: Routledge, 1992.

Part Three: Corpus Studies of Discourse
Thisfinal section will consider the growing field of corpus studies for their applications to discourse
analysis. Texts areincluded for reference and to enhance the previous parts of thislist.

Biber, Douglas. Variation Across Speech and Writing. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1988.

----------------- . Dimensions of Register Variation: A Cross-linguistic Comparison. Cambridge:
Cambridge UP, 1988.

----------------- et a. “Corpus-Based Investigations of Language Use.” Annual Review of Applied
Linguistics. v. 16 (1996): 115-36.

----------------- and Edward Finegan. “On the Exploitation of Computerized Corporain Variation
Studies.” English Corpus Linguistics: Sudiesin Honour of Jan Svarvir. Eds. Karen Aijmer and
Bengt Altenberg. London, NY: Longman, 1991. pp. 204-220.

----------------- , Susan Conrad and Randi Reppen. Corpus Linguistics: Investigating Language Structure
and Use. Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1998.
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----------------- , et a, eds. Longman Grammar of Sooken and Written English. Harlow, England:
Longman, 1999.

Chafe, Wallace. “Evidentiaity in English Conversation and Academic Writing.” Evidentiality: The
Linguistic Coding of Epistemology. Eds. Wallace Chafe and Johanna Nichols. Norwood, NJ:
Ablex Publishing Corporation, 1986. 261-72.

Sinclair, John, ed. Collins COBUILD English Dictionary. London: Harper Collins, 1995.

Stubbs, Michael. Text and Corpus Analysis: Computer-assisted Sudies of Language and Culture.
Cambridge, MA: Blackwell Publishers, Inc., 1996.
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TEXTUAL FOCcus— GENDER AND L ANGUAGE
“ARTICULATIONS: MANIFESTATIONS OF GENDER IN/ON LANGUAGE"

Part One: Gender and Language

This section will broadly consider the effects of gender on language. Attention will be paid both to
the expressions of gender through language and the linguistic strategies available to accommodate
gender.

Bucholtz, Mary, A. C. Liang, and Laurel A. Sutton, eds. Reinventing Identities: the Gendered Sdlf in
Discourse. New York: Oxford UP, 1999.

Butler, Judith. Gender Trouble: Feminism and the Subversion of Identity. New Y ork: Routledge, 1990.
Cameron, Deborah, ed. The Feminist Critique of Language. London: Routledge, 1990.
----------------- . Feminism and Linguistic Theory. 2" Edition. London: The Macmillan Press, Ltd., 1992.

----------------- . “The new Pygmalion: verba hygiene for women.” Verbal Hygiene. New Y ork:
Routledge, 1995.

----------------- , and Jennifer Coates, eds. Women in their Speech Communities. Harlow: Longman, 1989.

Coates, Jennifer. Women, Men and Language: A Sociolinguistic Account of Gender Differencesin
Language. 2™ Edition. London: Longman, 1993.

----------------- . Women Talk: Conversation Between Women Friends. Oxford: Blackwell, 1996.
----------------- , ed. Language and Gender: A Reader. Malden, MA: Blackwell, 1998. Selections,
Including:
Cameron, Deborah “Performing Gender Identity: Young Men’s Talk and the
Construction of Heterosexua Masculinity.” (270-284)
O'Barr, William and Bowman Atkins, “ ‘“Women's Language’ or ‘ Powerless
Language 7’ (377-387)
Crawford, Mary. Talking Difference: On Gender and Language. London: Sage, 1995.
Edelsky, Carole. “Who's Got the Floor?” Language and Society. 10.3 (1981): 383-421.
Grice, P. “Meaning.” Philosophical Review 66 (1957): 377-88.
Hall, Kiraand Mary Bucholtz, eds. Gender Articulated. Routledge, 1995.
Johnson, Sally and Ulrike Anna Meinhof, eds. Language and Masculinity. Oxford: Blackwell, 1997.
Lakoff, Robin Tolmach. Language and Woman's Place. New Y ork: Harper and Row, 1975.

----------------- . “Why can’'t awoman be less like aman” Talking Power: The Palitics of Language in Our
Lives. New York: Basic Books, 1990.

Livia, Annaand KiraHall, eds. Queerly Phrased. Oxford, 1997.
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McConnell-Ginet, Sally et al. Women and Language in Literature and Society. New Y ork: Praeger,
1980.

Mills, Sara. Feminist Stylistics. London and New Y ork: Routledge, 1995.
Romaine, Suzanne. Communicating Gender. Mahwah, NJ: L. Erlbaum Associates, 1999.
Thorne, B. et a, eds. Language, Gender and Society. Cambridge: Newbury House,1983.

Thorne, B. and N. Henley, eds. Language and Sex: Difference and Dominance. Rowley: Newbury
House, 1975.

Threadgold, Terry. Feminist Poetics: Poiesis, Performance, Histories. London and New Y ork:
Routledge, 1997.

Wodak, Ruth, ed. Gender and Discourse. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, 1997.
----------------- and Helga Kotthoff, eds. Communicating Gender in Context. Philadelphia: J. Benjamin,

Wolfram, Walt and Natalie Schilling-Estes. “Gender and Language Variation.” American English:
Dialects and Variation. Oxford: Blackwell, 1998. pp. 185-212.

Part Two: Feminism and Composition
This section considers specifically the expression of gender in the composition classroom. Feminist
approaches to the writing classroom will receive the most critical attention.

Annas, Pamela. “Style as Palitics: A Feminist Approach to the Teaching of Writing.” College English
47 (1985): 360-71.

Barnes, Linda. “Gender Biasin Teacher’s Written Comments.” Gender in the Classroom. Eds. Susan L.
Gabridl and Isiah Smithson. Urbana: U of Illinois Press, 1990.

Black, Laurel Johnson. Between Talk and Teaching: Reconsidering the Writing Conference. Logan:
Utah State UP, 1998.

Bleich, David. “The Subjective Paradigm in Science, Psychology, and Criticism.” New Literary History.
7 (1976): 313-34.

Bruffee, Kenneth A. “Collaborative Learning and the ‘ Conversation of Mankind’.” Cross-Talk in Comp
Theory: A Reader. Ed. Victor Villanueva, Jr. Urbana: NCTE, 1997. 393-414.

Caywood, Cynthia L. and Gillian R. Overing. Eds. Teaching Writing: Pedagogy, Gender, and Equity.
Albany: State U of New York P, 1987.

Corning, Gail. “Woman[ly] Teaching: Gender, Pathos, and Palitics in the Writing Classroom.” Miss
Grundy Doesn’t Teach Here Anymore: Popular Culture and the Composition Classroom Ed.
Diane Penrod. Portsmouth: Boyton Books, 1997. 46-51.

DeRuiter, Carol. “Gender Issues In College Composition.” Teaching English in a Two-Year College.
24.1 (1996): 48-55.
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Elbow, Peter. “Embracing Contraries in the Teaching Process.” College English 45 (1983): 327-39. Rpt.
in The Writing Teacher’s Sourcebook. Eds. Gary Tate and Edward P. J. Corbett. 2™ Ed. New
York: Oxford UP, 1988. 219-231.

Fishman, Pamela. “Interaction: The Work Women Do.” Social Problems 25 (1977): 397-406.

Flynn, Elizabeth A. “Composing AsaWoman.” College Composition and Communication 39 (1988):
423-35.

----------- “Review: Feminist Theories/ Feminist Composition.” College English 57 (1995): 201-12.
Heath, Shirley Brice. Ways with Words. Cambridge, Cambridge UP, 1983.

Hesford, Wendy. “Writing Identities: The Essence of Differencein Multicultural Classrooms.” Writing in
Multicultural Settings. Eds. Carol Severino, Juan C. Guerra, and JohnnellaE. Butler. New Y ork:
MLA, 1997. 133-149.

Jarratt, Susan C. “Teaching Across and Within Differences.” College Composition 43 (1992): 297-322.
Rpt. in The Writing Teacher’s Sourcebook. Eds. Gary Tate, Edward P. J. Corbett, and Nancy
Myers. 3% Ed. New York: Oxford UP, 1994. 92-95.

Jarratt, Susan C. and Lynn Worsham. Feminism and Composition Sudies: In Other Words. Eds. Susan
C. Jarratt and Lynn Worsham. New York: MLA, 1998. Selections, including:
Brady, Laura, “The Reproduction of Othering” (21-44)
Clark, Suzanne, “ Argument and Composition” (94-99)
Desmet, Christy, “Equivaent Students, Equitable Classrooms’ (153-171)
Jarratt, Susan, “AsWe Were Saying” (1-21)
Malinowitz, Harriet, “A Feminist Critique of Writing in the Disciplines’ (291-312)
Ritchie, Joy and Kate Ronald, “Riding Long Coattails, Subverting the Tradition: The
Tricky Business of Feminists Teaching Rhetoric(s)” (217-238)
Stygall, Gail, “Women and Language in the Collaborative Writing Classroom.” (252-75)

Lamb, Catherine E. “Beyond the Argument in Feminist Composition.” CCC. 42 (1991): 11-24. Rpt. in.
The Writing Teacher’s Sourcebook. Eds. Gary Tate, Edward P. J. Corbett, and Nancy Myers. 3
Ed. New York: Oxford UP, 1994. 195-206.

Ritchie, Joy. “Confronting the ‘Essential’ Problem: Reconnecting Feminist Theory and Pedagogy.”
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