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Perspective on Composition: History, Theory, Pedagogy

Paper 2

In his Foreword to A Teaching Subject, Joseph Harris writes:

This book traces how the teaching of college writing has been theorized and imagined since 1966 . . . by looking closely at how five key words—growth, voice, process, error, and community—have figured in recent talk about writing and teaching. I believe that in tracking their meanings and revisions I can make a case for composition as a teaching subject, as that part of English studies which defines itself through an interest in the work students and teachers do together. (ix)

Harris goes on to explain that the interchapters represent his attempt to keep the work of students and teachers connected in the design of his book:

I try to ground what I have to say in close readings of the work not only of theorists and teachers but of students as well—particularly in a series of interchapters that look at how the issues raised in this book inform (and are informed by) specific teaching aims, practices, and situations. 

                                        ***

When teachers and scholars keep composition history, theory and pedagogy connected in their work, Harris contends that they are conceptualizing the field distinctively and productively as the teaching subject that it is. Our work in the course has attempted to keep these perspectives connected from the start and in this final assignment, I will ask you to continue doing so. 

For your final paper I am asking you to continue the investigation you have begun of one of Harris’ key words by reading his sources and others you discover to a point where you can say something about how your own understanding has been expanded, altered or in some way affected by your research. 

You should ground your investigation not only in historical and theoretical work, but also in the work of students. The pedagogical materials (eg. student papers, teacher comments, assignments) can come from your own teaching and tutoring or they can come from the texts we have read. 

You should frame your project with a set of guiding questions. These questions may change as you work with new materials and find a different focus from the one you anticipated. That is fine. I invite (but do not require) reflection on your own intellectual process as part of your paper. (over, please)

       Here is a summary of the features I will value most in your papers:

· An explanation of what prompted this investigation in the first place
· A dialogic style of engagement with Harris and your sources so that your  paper has the drive of a thought process

· Depth and specificity in the negotiation of your sources rather breadth and generality

· Close work with at least one piece of student writing or teaching materials
· Accountability to your framing questions
