ED 246452 -

' DOCUMENT RESUME - .. B

Cs 208 476
TITLE "Written Language and Wr1t1ng Abxlltxes. Abstracts of S
: Doctoral Dissertations Published in "Dissertation
- Abstracts International," January through June 1984,
: - : (Vel, 44 Nos..7 through 12).
INSTITUTION ERIC Clearinghouse on Readxng and Communxcatxon
' : o V'Skxlls, Urbana, 111, {.
PUB DATE - B4 '
NOTE - 16p.; Pages may be margxnally legxble.
" PUB TYPE . Reference Materials - Bxblxographxes (131)
" EDRS PRICE - MFOl/PCOl Plus Postage.
'DESCRIPTORS Annotated Bibliographies; Cognxtxve Development-
T Cohesion (Written Composxtxon), ‘College Freshmen;
*Doctoral Dissertations; Elementary Secondary .
_Education; Higher Education; *Revision (Written.
Compoesition); Rhetoric; Student Attitudes; Student
- Behavior; *Technical Wrxtxng; *Writing Instruction; -
SRS *Writing Processes- Wrxtxng Readxness- *Wrxtxng
o " _ - 'Research .
- IDENTIFIERS =  Audiénce Awareness- *Inventxon (Rhetorzcal)
ABSTRACT ™ ‘ ’ ' ~

. : Thxs collectxon of abstracts is part of a contxnuxng
- series providing information on recent doctoral digsertations. The- 33
~.titles deal with a variety of topics, including -the following: (1)~ .
children's sense of audience; (2) rhetorical foundations of technical
communication; (3) sources of negatiye attitudes toward writing: (4)
- - the development. of beginning writevs;\(5) the.use of top-level
S structure ci exposition; (6) the revis ng and editing of prefessional'
and experienced writers-at the computer; (7) teachers' instructional
behaviors and he writing processes of kindergarten children; (3) E
cohesion in good and poor essays of college freshmen; (9) revision
cues; (10) cognitive development and writing abxlxty, (11). Texas
writers of children's literature; (12) audience awareness and. '
adaptatxon‘skxlls of writers at four different grade levels; (13) -
metaphor in twentieth centucy theory ‘of teaching compositxon° (14) .
- creativity, cognatxon, and. social interactions in student writing
- -processes; (15) writer, context, and text; (16) E. B. White and
~+ -personai discourse; (17) modern writing and the philosophy of spac
. . and time; (218) wr;txng as a primary mode of therapy with adplescent =
~ females who are misusing drugs- and—alcohol;—(19)--variation-in.-the use- -
: of ‘composing notes among competent ccllege writers; and’ (20) changes .
- in attitudes, behavior, self-esteam, and-writing abxlxty 1n students
SR enrolled in wr;txng courses. (HOD) .

e B e =t e ee——n e P ,-‘ - e e LA

- g °

***********************************************************************

-,Vﬁ Reproductxons supplxed by . EDRS are the best that can be made B

o .-~ from the original document, ~— - b
J*******“***************************************************************




ce

-

ED246452

]

3208 A6,

ujRJ(Z

Yo Y -

" V8. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
NATIONAL INSTITUTE DF EDUCATIDN
EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES INFORMATION

CENTER (ERIC) . -
X/Thls document has becn reproduced as

eceived from the perscn or, organization
originating it.

O Minor changes have been made to improve -
reproduction quality. N

® Points of view or oplmons stated in this docu-
ment do not necessanly represent official NIE
position or polncy

o

o
g

Written Language and Writing Abilities:

s

Abstracts of—b;étoral Dissertations’Published in. gissertation
Abstracts International, January through June: 198 '

Nos. 7 through 12) .

e

Compiled by thé Staff
of - the - -

(Vol. 44

_ERIC Clearlnghouse on‘Readlng and Lommunlcatlon skills

‘ ~ - s

<

[*]
b
v

“
~ o . !
) <
i : “PERMISSION TO REPRODUCE THIS
- : MATERIAL HAS BEEN GRANTED BY ‘
2 2% . . a ‘ 2
- TO THE EDUCATIONAL RESOURCES o )

C)n -

INFORMATION CENTER

o

K3



The dlssertatlon titles contained here are published with
permission of- the Um.vers:.ty Microfilms® -International,-
publishers of Dissértation Abstracts International
(copyright @© 1984 by University Microfi lms International)
and may" not be reproduced w:.thout the:.r pnor permzssxon.

:



This bibliography has been compiled as part of a continuing series
designed to make information on relevant dissertations available to .
-users of 'the ERIC system. Monthly issues of Dissertation Abstracts® -
International are reviewed in order to compile abstracts of.

dissertations on related topics,

which thus become access;ble in

searches of the ERIC data base,. Orderlng information for dlssertatlons
themselves lS 1nc1uded at the end of the blbllography.

. Abstracts of the follow1ng dlssertatlons are 1ncluded in this

‘collectlon

Atkins, Cammie L.

EXAMINING CHILDREN'S SENSE OF.
AUDIENCE ON A PERSUASIVE WRITING
_ TASK: .GRADES TWO, FOUR, AND SIX

Brandt, Deborah Louise
WRITER, CONTEXT, AND TEXT

Buehler, Mary Fran . : K
" RHETORICAL FOUNDATIONS OF
TECHNICAL COMMUNICATION

Burke, Mary Leyhe ,
CREATIVITY,- COGNITION AND
SOCIAL INTERACTIONS IN -
STUDENT WRITING PROCESS, A

MULTI-DIMENSIONAL STUDY: .= —- =

-THE . STUDENT ENGAGED IN- THE-
.EVENT' OF -WRITING, THE . . :
TEACHER ENGAGED IN THE EVENT
OF TEACHING WRITING, THE -
RESEARCHER ENGAGED IN THE
STUDY -OF WRITING ’

Crlsman, Wllllam George

* MODERN WRITING AND:THE -

PHILOSOPHY OF SPACE AND

. TIME . B , s
Doe, Sandra Lee Maresh
THE HELIX PAPERS: ESSAYS
~ _AND RESEARCH ON TEACHING
WRITING :

Edwards, Geraldlne Anne

CHOOSING "TO -WRITE: SIX = -

'CHILDREN AND THEIR MAGA-
ZINE . -

~

Gay, Pamela’&. _ C
SOURCES OF NEGATIVE ATTITUDES
~TOWARD WRITING: CASE HISTOR-

IES OF FIVE UNSKILLED COLLEGE
FRESHMAN WRITERS -

Harvey, Robert Gene
A SURVEY OF THE RESEARCH ON
‘THE COMPOSING PROCESSES OF-

" STUDENT WRITERS

Haskell Dale Everett
_.THE- RHETORIC OF THE FAMILIAR
" ESSAY: E. B. WHITE AND

. PERSONAL DISCOURSE

' lmley, Margaret H. : '
"FIRST ENCOUNTERS OF A- WRIT-
TEN KIND: POINTS 'OF ENTRY
AND PATHS OF DEVELOPMENT FOR
THREE BEGINNING WRITERS

Hcsklns, Suzanne Bratcher .
THE USE OF TOP-LEVEL STRUC= .
TURE OF EXPOSITION BY ENTER=- '
ING'COLLEGE FRESHMEN :

Hvber, Carole Anne
‘METAPHOR IN TWENTIETH .
CENTURY THEORY OF TEACHING

. COMPOSITION:. AS A TROPE, AN .
AID TO EXPRESSION, A PROBLEM-
SOLVING STRATEGY, AND A :
WAY OF KNOWING

Lutz, Jean Ann

A" STUDY OF PROFESSIONAL AND .
EXPERIENCED WRITERS REVISING,
AND EDITING AT -THE COMPUTER

- AND~- WTTH PEN AND PAPER C




‘Mazzoli, Josephine C. . R Rhea, Philip Lawrence L
WRITING AS A PRIMARY MODE - ™~ - A NATURALISTIC STUDY OF ¢

OF THERAPY WITH ADOLESCENT o THE BEHAVIORS .OF HIGH SCHOOL
FEMALES WHO ARE MISUSING . JUNIORS AND"THE'FEATURES OF
DRUGS/ALCOHOL: FIVE CASE THEIR COMPOSITIONS AS THEY
STUDIES : X *ﬁ - . WRITE FOR . NATURAL PURPOSES
Milz, Vera Esther _ o R ,Sm1+h Joyce M. . : o
A PSYCHOLINGUISTIC DESCRIP— . PROMOTION OF CONGRUENT EX-
TION OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF . "PECTATIONS THROUGH WRITTEN

WRITING IN SELECTED FIRST | COMMUNICATIONS
'GRADE ‘STUDENTS ~ | |

Smith, Leonora Harris

¥  Moss, Rita Kay . . ' I _REVISION PRACTICES OF PRO-
" - TRANSACTIONS ‘AMONG TEACHERS .o ' FESSIONAL WRITERS B
AND CHILDREN: TEACHERS' . _ L
INSTRUCTIONAL BEHAVIORS AND ' : Stephens, Rory Donnelly
THE WRITING PROCESSES OF BLUEPRINTS FOR WRITING: .

- KINDERGARTEN.CHILDREN DURING . "~ STUDY OF VARIATION-IN THE
CLASSROOM WRITING EPISODES USE OF COMPOSING NOTES AMONG

' - e COMPETENT COLLEGE WRITERS

'"‘“””Munger, """ Creston D.- ”””‘E '

. THE TREATMENT OF RHETORICAL = - - ‘Strom, Margaret Ann :
ARRANGEMENTS AS REVEALED IN = - ° _ = TECHNICAL WRITING: A MODERN -
SELECTED COLLEGE FRESHMAN = - PERSPECTIVE = .- . = -
'ENGLISH COMPOSITION TEXTS. - o T , o o
-'PUBLISHED BETWEEN 1958—1978 : - Strugala, Richard Anthony-

| ' . Co THE NEED FOR COLLEGE WRITING .

,,,,, _...Neuner, Jerome. Lawtence. ' o _PROGRAMS: CHANGES IN STUDENT. —

. A STUDY OF COHESION IN THE . - ‘ATTITUDES, BEHAVIORS,. SELF- .
GOOD AND POOR -ESSAYS OF S '~ ESTEEM AND WRITING .ABILITY <IN.
COLLEGE FRESHMEN . : STUDENTS ENROLLED IN WRITING

. _ ' . - COURSES -
vOlds,,Rosemary Burns R : : : - e
REVISION CUES: A.STUDY OoF - Tyson, Eleanore.Ely Smith
FRESHMAN WRITERS : . - . . TEXAS WRITERS OF CHILDREN'S

| : . ~ LITERATURE: A COLLECTION OF {
Quick, 53&Is Mehan - - - et INTERVIEWS AND A CRITICAL

' AUDIENCE AWARENESS AND.
'ADAPTATION SKILLS OF -

- . EXAMINATION OF THEIR WORKS
* WRITERS AT FOUR DIFFERENT B ' Wanner, ‘sandra Jean

GRADE ' LEVELS ™ . . - : L - THE NATURAL DEVELOPMENT OF ' .
, e N : WRITTEN LANGUAGE STRATEGIES
Raniéri, Paul William B OF FIRST GRADE CHILDREN
A DESCRIPTIVE STUDY OF * - S A
THE CORRELATION BETWEEN - . - S _Whatley, Carol Adams -
FRESHMAN ENGLISH STUDENTS' - “FOCUSING ‘IN THE COMPOSING
" COGNITIVE DEVELOPMENT  AND o PROCESS: ' THE DEVELOPMENT OF
' SELECTED MEASURES OF THFIR S : A THEORY OF RHETORICAL = -
S WRITING ABILITY o R » - INVENTION BASED -ON' THE “WORK
. , SR : IN ,PSYCHOTHERAPY OF EUGENE
T T, GENDTIN" .

. v . i v - .

. oL . - o Lo
. : . L ) ; [ o

-2 . v R




Wolff, William Charles, Jr. ' - L o e
A- HISTORICAL AND CRITICAL - ) . ' -

‘EXAMINATION OF FOUR AMERICAN . . - o Y o
THEORIES OF DISCOURSE AND . R : -
RHETORIC: 1966-1976 S - ‘

vy

Yancey, Kathleen Blake - . = o X :
 + SCRIPTS, SCHEMAS, AND SCRIBES: , . I -
> ' NEEDED., DIMENSIONS OF THE | _ o S
- COMPOSING PROCESS - ' T .

i ’ 3

a—

- °
. 5 :
ond
A §
9 )
v . .
. ) o
-
4 " q
Q. ~
%‘- .
. [ . &
t e ————
L]
. . . : . .
e - _ ‘ S,
- e . . i
- - . . . i
N o
s .
. ; .
- c .
4 .
¢ d
. ¢
- . .
o
’ ’
= 3
i - L]
v\‘
- 5 : .
® .
™ M [ ’
- &
-
<
- .
. .
. .
-
= '\J~
- . |
- L .
s o
i
' - - He
i i




3

EXAMINING CH'LDREN S SENSE OF AUDIENCE ON’ A
PERSUASIVE WRITING TASK: GRADES TWO, FOUR, TAND
six : Order No.DAB32586C

ATKINS, Cammig L., Eo D. Rutgers Un:vefs:ty The State U. of New
Jersey (New Brunswick), 1983. 150pp. Chairperson: Susan Golbeck

An important aspect of development in writing ability is the growth
of a sense of audience, the awareness of the audience for whom*

" writing is intended. Research has indicated that such an awareness is
closely tied to the entire process of learning to write and to the
process of acquiring a'sense of self as separate from others. It has
been further.suggested that acquiring a sense of audience is a
developmental process. The present study examined elcmentary
students’' persuasive writing samples for evidence of this. Specitically,
the st.xdy investigated whether or not sense of audience on & i
persuasive writing task increased as age increased and whether or
not sense of audjence ditfered when method of instruction was varied.

One hundred ninety-Six second graders, 212 fourth graders, and
193 sixth graders were divided into three groups at each grade ievel.
Using three ditferent methoas of instruction children were asked to
‘write a letter to their principal attempting to sway himto their personal
position as to whether or not their school should become a year-

. round school. The writing samples were examined for evidence of:

“ movement outward from self toward the specific audience being
addressed and/or a more generahzed “public” audience. Results of

. the study indicatedghn increase in sense of audience as age -
increased. At sixth grade this was sex. related: Females acored higher.
than males. There was no statistically signiticant support for the *
hypothesis that sense of audnence w0uld differ as method of
--instruction was vatied.-

Findings of the present study tndlcate that attatnment ot a sense ot '

.other can be examined from a developmental perspective. The study
- giso-suggests that sense of audience is a complex phenomenon
which needs further systematic investigation. Expicration of this
aspect of writing and of ways to increase proficiency in thns area -
constltutes a sybstantial research challenge

WRITER, CONTEXT, AND TEXT  Order No. DAB401558
BranpT, DEBORAM LOUiSE, PH.D. Indiana University, 1983. 286pp.

Some of the most fruittul directions in contamporary: ‘theory-and
resegrch in composition have developed from the questions, "What

" do writers do-when they write?" and "What enabies writers to do what

" they do when they write?” This study begins with the latter question to
-explore how the social and semantic contexts in which writers
compose bear on tieir writing processes and on the character o¢ thelr
finished texts.
The study draws upon theoretical understandungs from language

- gequisition, sociolinguistics, text linguistics, ‘and reading theory to
suggest that writing, like any instance of lahguage use, must be
understood in relationship to the communicative setting in which it

. oceurs. Although writing is a cognltlvely private act, itis always a

linguisticaliy social act involving a writer's inlerpretation of the'social

conditions, the context, in which writer and text participate, an *
interpretation of. what can be made known in the canumstances and
how it can be made known,

-The theoretical framework is applied in a descriptive study of the
writing of twelve college students enrolled in an glémentary '
composition course. Addltnonally. two students were asked to think
gioud as they composed in five related but distinct contexts: The
moment-by-moment record of the oral protocols allowed insight into
how the writers represented a context to themselvesa during the :

. process of composing and how they were'able to represent it through

_ text. Results of the protocol analysis suggested tnree important -
" influances in the writers' context ¢f composition; the extent of shared
- “writer-reader knowledge, the discourse role the writers chose to
enut. and the presence of previoys dnscomse inthe co ntext
_including the writers’ own evolvtng texts. :

These influences were then'traced in the finished texts of all twelve .

" students through technigues of discourse analysis which refate text
- “structures to thé processes of socjal interaction whith underlie them.
,;,_» Partuculm attention waa gwen to rategm of cohea.on. exophorlc

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

- . the use of a rhetoric of invention and its impact upon student writing.
" Analysis of the data demunstrated that those stages in process -

-RHETORICAL FOUNDATIONS OF TECHNICA .

“STUDY OF WRITING

-~ of “making art,” the researcherintegrates herown experlencuu )
*.gtudent writer with those of teaching writing and of observing not on
. the student writer-Sut the teaching of writing as well."

B references. pr_e.'.‘up‘position. and handling of therr.: and rheme as
" indicators of the writers' responses to changing contextual

" conditions. }n general the writers adopied textual strategies

appropriate to context. Finally, nmphcatnons zre offered for the t"EOry
qnd teachtng of wnttng

R S

COMMUNICATION

BUEMLER, MARY Fam PH.D. University of Sou[he n Ca/:!om:a 1983
Chairman: Professor WaiterR. Fishar 1. .

The rhetorical toundations of technical comgnunication are traced
through histarical developments of purely ¢ mmunicative elements,
such as audience analysis and organization df material, and

- Specifically technical elements. The communicative elementsare .

traced to classic rhetonc (Piato and Aristotle), the technicai eiements
fo Francis Bacon and the establishment of the Roy4 Society in the
late*1600s. Aspects that characterize'technical communication are
identitied as three rules -the fidelity ruie, the compieteness rule, and
tHe conciseness rule--and the signiticant use of symbol systema that
include-mathematics, graphic devices, tabular presentation, and
dlsplayed listings. These symbol systems are termed “iconic,” )
following the usage of C. § Peirce, A content analysis of 20 technical’
reports published in 1982 by Jet Propulsion Laboratory reveals that 58
percent of the page space, in column unches. was‘devoted to iconic -
elements. . .
Both the completeness rule and the conciseriess rula-must bo .
"applied within rhetorical considerations tor the message and the
audience. These rules may-be in conflict, but the use of iconic
elements significantly mediates between them, providing both 1nore

_ completeness and more ccnciseneas than are possuble with the use of
" discursive text alona,

These findings build on the leveis.of-edit concept developed at tho
Jet Propulsion Laboratory. Both the findings and the concept are .
applied to the developing field of technical communication. itis
recommended that future research should explore the validity and *
utility of the rules formulated in this study and pursue other ruiea that .
are germane to the rhetoric of technical communication.

(Copies available exclusively from Micrographics Department
Doheny L:brary. USC. Los Angelea. Ca. 90089.) S
CREATIVITY, COGNITION AND SOCIAL INTERACTIONS IN
STUDENT WRITING PROCESS, A MULTI. DIMENSYONAL
bTUDY THE STUDENT §NGAGED IN THE EVENT OF
WRITING, THE TEACHER ENGAGED IN THE ACT OF
TEACHING WRITING, THE RESEARCHER ENGAGED IN TME
Order No. DA3402194

Burke, MARY LEYNHE, Pr.D. Washington Universlty. 1983 532pp
Chairpersons “Joan Beaning, Louis Smith

Recent researct- on student wnttng process has focused on- .
provndnng an accurate description of the writing event and upon
evaiugtina the use of particular instructiona! procedures (heuristis
devices) to enhance that event. Many of these studics regard the
product as the primary outcome of the writing event. Focus has besn
placed unon assessing the success or failure’of that outcome within .
the parameters specnfied in whei might be called current. tradltionat

R

‘rhetoric. - -

The design of this study represents an etfort to acmeve what'
Kenneth Beittel (1673) describes as both structural and interpretive
validity. By combining a form of participant observation with first- -~ "
person-singulrr statements of the researcherinvolved in the proceas

‘The study focused on the process of student writing by enrnlnlng

iﬂentiyad by previous runrchm wara ohurvea to occur ln tm



-

‘ student wnters obse:rved in this study. Specific components of the
" instruétional process identified as being enhancers of student writing
processes include: (1) the achievement of an appropriate “fit"
between the particular student's cognitive striicture, the topic choice,
and the instructional approach (heuristic prccedure); and (2) the
ability of the teacher to modify one or several instructional -
approaches to meet the-needs of the individual student.

. . @

- %o

MODERN WRITING AND THE PHILOSOPHY. OF SPACE AND

[

TIME * OrderNZ DA8328835
CRISMAN, WitLiam GeoRge, PH.D. Univers:ty of Californiia, Berkeley,
1983. 1J1Spp.

This study in literary history open$ by asking why “space"-and
“time,” terms traditionally associated with physicai abstraction.. have
. come to such obsessive prominence in literary criticism. Angwering
thns Question requires studying first the developrng thought on space

and time in philosophy and science since 1780, and then the relation -

of that development to 19th and 20th Century novels andpoems. -

- Analysis of Kant, Hegel, Russell, ngenste-n and Einstein sShows
that space and time serve a “consoiatory” functmn\rn their writings.
By allowing the subject.object relations of naive rea\rsm to be-

3]

internalized intact, space and time counteractrncreasrng feehngsof -

isolation from the object world. These philosophers' works. as well as

those of many thinkers Surrounding them, show that space more than

_ time ccnsoles by providing an instantaneous correspondence test for

validity, while time more than space gllows that test to répeated

and checked. Finally, both space and time must unite to make the

subject ‘eel reconnected to the world. In attaining auch importance, :
" space and time replace objects as reality's conatituents.

Such thought about space and time aiso becomes primary even to
the fictional literature in which it would seem ieast likely tooccur. In
the German novel as it develops from "Romanticiam" to "High-
[Realism," Eichendortt, ‘Mbrike and Stifter worry consrderablyabout
3ubrectwe constriction, as do Keats, Rimbaud and Trakl in the‘

- tradition of sensational to-irrational lyric poetry. Minute ana\ys:s of
these authors' major. works shows that they engage in a form of
meditation tha: paraliels that of the philosophers: first they gwe ‘space

. priority over time_as a channel to the externat worid; then they realize - - . -

~ the importance of time {0 knowiedge; and finaily they strive to balance
space against time. As i in the’ sclences space and time then come to
constitute reality.
The study concludes that the years 1780 to 4930 constitute one

© unitary literary period characterized by this use of space anc!l timeto -
" solve.a crisis of knowledge, and that the literary-critical vogue of
discussing works' "spaces” and "times” is a predictabie Outgrowth of
modern Irtergry hrstory :i

-

THE HELIX PAPERS: ESSAYS AND RFSEARCH ON
-TEACHING WRITING OrderNo. DAB328490

- Dog, SANDRA LEE MARESH Eo. D University of Nonnern Colorado,
1983 240pp.-

‘These papers detail the theory and practrce of hehcal curnculum ®
" design. In addition, the Study examines the composmg processes &f
three student writers within the context. specific situation of a course
.. desighed around this model. This examination, a prolegomenon to the
atudy of the.composing process, arrives at obsarvations, inferences,
and precautions aboutsresearch within a context.specific situation.
. The papers are addressed to college teachers, writing jnstructors,
‘and rhetoricans who may be interested.in reformulntmg their
- .instruction, both writing and subject mater courses, :
The Prologue speaks to meaning. making and acknowledqes the
- guidance of a mentor. Chapter One provides a contextual
- background to the theory, practice, and research which emerged -
“from the institute on Writing, a joint project of the University of Iowa
"~ andthe National Endowment for the Humanities. The helix model is
- proposed; it is followed by a reviaw of the literatura, the design of the )
study and "notes toward a meta-gestic theory of language.” -
Chapter Two, Writing as.Experiment, provides an overview of the -

euthor 8 own helical currlculum enign. cfupter Thm. Teaehing in e o

El{lc

Melix, 0utllnes the methodological techniques used in a helix desrgn.
It discusses the writing workshop, publication, student-teacher

. dialogue and othér methodologica! concerns.

Chapter Four presants a profile of the teacher, anaiyzes the
teacher’s instruction, and her response to thiee student writers. This ..
analysis is followed by three case studies. Chapter Five closes the

_study with observations, inferences, precautions, and |mphcatrons for »

further research An Epilogue ends the papers

:

-CHOOSING TO WRITE. SIX CHILDREN AND THEIR .
MAGAZINE -Order No. DA8406662 o

" Enwaups, GERALOINE ANNE, PH.D. University of Pennsylvania 1983,
244pp. Supervisor: Allan A. Glatthorn

Some children write citen on therr own, while othets seldom
‘choose to’ w"te unless they must. This study began, therétore, mth
the question, "What can be learnedfrom children who choose to .
“write on their own time, in response to tasks that they themselvee
have devised?" . & -
A naturalistic, descriptive case study, the research focused upon a
. group of six children, 9-13, who established their. own literary
magazine for children; then wrote and produced it without adult -
. Quidance for more than eight months. The research was expioratory,
the data drawn from interviews with the children, from observation of ¢
* staft meetings, and from analygis of the maqazine and related :
materlals. -
The'study firat describes ‘the eetting and backgroune of the wrlteu .
‘and the history of the magazine, then anaiyzes and intarpreta the data
_in response to two main quastions: “What processss evolved as the -
children produced their magazine from month to month?" and “What
was the significance of the magazine to ita young writers?" The study

.9 reveals that these chiidren develoi ed a complex network of writing -

- develcpment ot their writing abilitiea. For these five writers, writing

and problem solving nrocesses to keep their project going, and that
they did 30 because the magazine se-ved a number of impertant
Purposes for them. Not only was.the magazine a group writing project
and a source cf pride for them, it was a rite of passage aa weil, that
"provided them with opportunities to speak to audiences, to tasch mn
to learn, §nd to exergige their creativity and independence. . int
.. .. The research has inplications tor the use of process as a heuristic
in'composition reaearch; for the atudy of peer writing groups; and tor
understanding what and how somae children choose to write on their -
.own. The study concludes by pointing out some contrasts between .
school writing assignmants and the out.of-school wrltlng pro]ect '
these children framed tor themeelvea

So, e
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SOURCES OF NEGATIVE ATTITUDE& TowaRD WRlTING
CASE MISTORIES OF FIVE UNSKILLED COLLEGE ~ = -
.FRESHMAN WRITERS Otder No. DAE‘OQ?OO

GAv, PAMELA J., PH.D. New York Unive@iry.tesa 197pp. Chllrmln.
" Professor Gordon M. Pradi . E

Staternent of the Problem. Attitude playsa role not only at thc L
+ beginning of the writing process but throughout: wrjters are guided b’
their beliets about writing arid about thernselves as writers. Some -~ -
beliefs about writing may be usetul, contributing to a more positive: .
attitude, while others may | lntemre. contributing to a'more mnetm
attitude. Misconceptions about writing can hinder developing writers.
< " “Methodology. To explore the sources of negative attitudes toum
. writing'of five unskilleg college freshman writers at Oid Dominien
. University, Norfolk, Virginia, & cass study approach was used. The .
* studies include interviews with the students concerning their urltlne
historles, intarviews with their tormer high schaol English teachurs,
- and information on their.verbal abilities and high schodl grades. The .
- .data was examined for patterns that wouid help explain the - - - :
cumulative development of theae fivewriters' negative attitudes, at
- lsast through high schowl and the beginning of college.© ..
. Generalizations drawn from one case are compared to those nrlvm
- from other cases in an attempt to derive theoretical implications.
_Resuits. The five student writers in this sampie hald-numerous
misconceptions about the natlre of writing which contributed to s
negative attitudea toward writing and appeared to hinder the =~ -

an lnner~dlrectou. thease students wrots

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



, u Y - ; . ° . . ) .
v ¢ : - . .
b : ’

RN

" opri i se the teacher and earn & grade rather thanto please ~ _ and audience, the classic model for written discourse has, perversely, .
ft:leTnﬁI{;: Tne: !t’: Ite:r:me.erch'}s rstnudy revenlgd that these ltudentpa' . .t 7 emphasized evidential argument (or logos) to an ever greater degreea. ¥
attitudes toward writing were sfidped, to a great extent, by their .. Modern rhetorical theorists such as Kenneth Burke and Wayne
teachers' attitudes. . Booth have Suggested that discourse might more effec_:tuvgly fqllow a

Conclusions. Teachers not only need torecognize the roleof model wherely a speaker would acknowiedge both the diversity of his
attitude in the development of writing abilities but aiso to understand -audience and the incomplete nature of his own wisdom. Such : )
how uttitudes toward writing are formed--specifically, the role‘beliefa . discourse would _take a3 its purpose .the investigation of thought;
" play in the compiex process of attitude formation. Above all, teachers rather than the dispersal of gulguranyappt0ved truttlg.. Mogern ;
need to be aware of the powerfui role they play inshaping students' . rhetoric would aim at establishing what Burke calis “identification
attitudés toward writing. Teachers cannot intervene efiectively if their between speakers and audiénces, so that admittedly Ii;r_n?ed men
teaching is'guided (or misguided) by an overa\impliffiedﬂr?odel of. _mc:\%g:t?: :r:f :rr\: ;tr:_:a‘r:%\: ;::;:r-:g::s. composing the[nsei.'ea into & .
i i ions writing. - -~ < ) 8. : , R
\ncompo’s'mg and b’ mnsc?_nceptnon.. about the actotwriling c The tamiliar essay form is partizularly well-zuited te these modern -
R N / rhetorical purposes. Though it has. long been considered i1 iangential -.

and irresponsible subgenre of writing, the familiar essay offersa .
.means dy which a.modérn speaker might reach an otherwise

o — - - : suspicious or unintérested audience through personal discourse,
A SURVEY OF THE RESEARCH ON THE COMPOSING " which'teunites the appeals of ethos (the force and charm of the  «
- PROCESSES OF 'STUDENT WRITERS OrderNo.DA8328446 . writ:r't; c')t:r::;ter)talr;d paf7os (theI e'rfr}'otionai engagement of the
y e . . . . reader), wi e intellectual appeal of logos. : M
Haavey, RoserT Gene, D.A: liinais State University, 1983. 204pp. A study of the operation ofp gersonal giscowse in eight essays by
The purpose of the dissertation is to summarize the research on =~ - E. B. White reveals how the modern familiar essay can evince
“the composing of student writers. This research focuses mainly on the compeliing arguments bv the use of modern, generative, and lyrical
-.. process of composing Bather than on the products of composinger = ethos. . ' . : L
methods of teaching composition.- . o ' )
Key books in bringing the process of composing to the attention of . ot . :
resgarchers were The Composing Process’esv of TweAlfth Graders . ' . : ’ -
(1971), by Janet Emig, The Development of Writing Abilities (11-18) : he. IND- S
(1975), by James Britton, et al., and Research on Composing: Points _FIRST ENCOUNTERS. OF A WRITTEN KIND: POINTS OF
_.of Departure (1978), edited by Charles R. Cooper and Lee Odell. The = ENTRY AND PATHS OF DEVELOPMENT FOR THREE - .
“ National Council of Teachers of English, thrgugh editorial decisions BEGINNING WRITERS , : OrderNo: DAB403378

wnd it8 various publications, has been most infiuential in bringing the *
importance of the study of comaasing to the attention of the " =

HIMLEY, MARGARET H., Pu.D. University of Iilindis at Chicago, 1963.

profession in general as well as to researchers. . »64699‘. . o S :
~' Many researthers on composing have used case study " This investigation is motivated by two fundamental questions:
- approaches. These case studies have utilized the following - - (1) a question about written language acquisition and daxelopment-
" methodologies: composing aloud, videotaping, direct observation, - how and why young'children begin to use the resources of written
«d introspection. Interdigciplingry approaches, such as those language to make meaningtul texts; and (2) an epistemol.gical .
iiwolving cognitive psychology, have also been used. o © ’ que_stion,--how_tq résearch rigorously and productively an activity ag
Reacarchers on composing have reached the following main ~ * complex, contextually-grounded, and intractableas writing.
conclusions: (1) In high schools, the time allowed for writing ia - ' The methodalogy is one kind of phenomenclogica! inquiry cailed
generally inadeguate. (3) In high schoals, students are not often - documentation; defined succinctly as the direct observation of a small -
“required to write extended piecas of discourse. (3) Most student © . number of cases over extended periods of time in their natural aetiing;
writing'ia done in the transactional mode. (4) - Teachers as examiners . In thig Study three children--one kindergastener and two tirat gracgers.. -
are usualiy the only audiences tor student writing. (5) Students and . verg o'bserved weekly at school for a year and a.hatt. Deseription and
teachers do nof always perceive wiiting asSignients in the same way. analysis of theit early writing growth is embedded in, ard informed by, .
s (8) Books of model essays and many composition textbooks are of - full portrayals of eachchid. . = . ' N
quesiionable value.(7)-The composing process is recursive. The _Results are presented in three, full-length documentary accounts . -
prewrite, write, revise model of the composing process is inadequate . of each beginning writer-.a mesh of narrative, explication, and =~
in-deacribing writing behavior. (8) Writing is a8 powerful means of argument that y.: asents in detail the particular learning patterns,
learning. (9) Modes of discourse alfect the composing process. _ expressive needs, composing strategies, and written ‘exts of each
Siudents write sentences which are most Syntactically complex whan particular child. The focus is on the indivigual in context. Key 0
compaosing in the argumentative mode. (10) Good student writera dimensions of written language acquisition and development are then-
spend more time planning, writing, pausing, rescanning, and revising diatilled out of the three accounts, providing a tentative definition of .
- than do poor writers. Good student writers also take more satisfaction writing development and a pogsible research.matrix--i matrix that -~

¢ in writing than do poor writers. L _ poth pulls together afinal interpretation of the three writers as weli as
S M . .. , . provides a possible framework for initiating more delimitad -
. : ' , S _observation and futureresearch.- -~~~ T
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THE USE OF TOP.LEVEL STRUCTURE OF EXPOSITION BY
ENTERING COLLEGE: FRESHMEN - - OrderNo.DAB401201

HOSKINS, SUZANNE BRATCHER, PH.D. Texas Woman's University, 1983, .

THE RHETORIC OF THE FAMILIAR ESSAY: E. 8. WHITE

AND PERSONAL DISCOURSE » ~.OrderNo. DAB4O7824
HASKELL, DALE EVERetT, PH.D. Texas Christian University, 1883, ~ ¢
186pp: Adviser: Professor Gary Tate T

" When written discourse in the twentieth century adopted . Drawing’on thi RN e , s T 7
e e sweshton o o et DRGNPk Sdngel s arad
. dominated treatises, thesis-proot argument), it employed a restrictive - cthers, this study was based on a notion of the top-level structurs of -
L eaucctes of clsaical metie eed hotui o two bases, . @xposiion a3 a Merarchy of main eas represcnted by a theais and

neither of which survive in modern aoclety: cohsrent set of values .plraglraph 'tog": sentences. The study attempted to add to the body of
e witin 8 hetorical commuriy and  bel at s 3p0aker coUd - griaing collagoreahrian i a weaien stase unvaraly wia opeavel <
. embody p 0 community's wigdom persuasive : AR § Pyivs : . " "
" tashion. Furthermore, the classical rhetor was an orator who could - structure-as an organizing strategy for expoaition?” Strategy use was

L =139 - -

~stand before an audience iem emotionall las -. .. measured in four specific contexts: producing, reading, recalling, and -
- Tationaly, by the dramatic forcu ol g porton. - o o8 .. varbalizing: Data ware gathared uaing & writing task, a macro-cioze

*imperaonality which the artifice of writing places between speaker = SONCIusicn that itappears thatthis sample of entering college-
PR @ : ta . ;

treshmen do riot use the top-level structure strategy.

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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METAPHOR: IN TWENTIETH CENTURY THEORY OF .~ °
TEACHING COMPOSITION: AS A TROPE, AN AID TO
EXPRESSION, A PROBLEM-SOLVING STRATEGY, AND A
WAY OF KNOWING - | ~  OrderNo.DAS327853
HuBeRr. CaRoLe’ANNE, RH.D. Texas Christian University, 1983. 110pp: -
Adviser: Jim Corder - LI i

qf the combosition teacher wishes to be consistent, that is, avoid
oftering dontradictory advice and teaching contradictory strategems
forthe production of writing, he must be aware of the assumptions on
which his pedagogy is grounded. The ways various pedagogies treat
the problem of language and meaning are related primarily to two
world views: one Suggests that rdelity exists outside the ~ »
‘consciousness of its perceptors and a second suggests that reality is
interpreted by its perceptors and zonstructed through rhetoric.
. Pedagogies grounded in assumptions reiating to the second wvorld
‘view endeavor to provide students with an understanding of the. :
dialectical relations of writer, language, reality, and audience. They
ais® suggest that both literal and metaphorical language are
sighificant aspects of our iinguistic expression. This study advocates
a pedagogy that accords with the second world view and
recommends the teaching of metaphorical thinking because suci:
training wili (1) help students understand how language constructs -
and reconstructs our understanding of reality, (£) help them cultivate
the necessary objectivity to evaluate their personal constructions, and
(3) help them appreciate the nature of style and presence in avriting.

When writers make meaning, interpret experience by contering

meaning on entities, events, and signs, they must be aware of the .
stylistic possibilities open to their particular kind of discourse: Literal
usage is one aspect of the way peopie use language to interpret
reality; metaphor is another. Our educational system traing students
to iiteral usage; this study advocates training students in metap horical
‘expression as well. - : S .

- o . '
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A .STUDY OF PROFESSIONAL AND EXPERIENCED WRITERS -

REVISING AND EDITING AT THE COMPUTER AND WITH

EN AND PAPER .. . OrderNo. DA8329623
Lut2, JEAN ANN, PH.D. Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, 1983. 428pp.
Adviser: $. Michael Halloran , - T e

This study uses text'processing and pen and paper protocols, a
. standard method of text analysis, and interviews to exploré cognitive
strategies involved in makingchanges in texts. Speciﬂ‘?reas of -
investigation are as follows: differences between revisifig and editing;
ditferences between writers working at’a worg processor and with pen
and paper; differences between professional and experiénced writers;
ditferences between professionals writing on-the-job and .
professionals in a research context; 'and ditferences between writers
. with experience in the genre of the research and those without
experience in this genre. . L :
Seven writers--three experienced teachers of writing and four |
professionals--provide data tor this study. Subjects performed four
research tasks and answered questions about 8ach tagk: They
composed and revised a press release at a word processor; edited a

—renor

press release at a word processor; composed and revised a press - )

release using pen and paper; and edited a press release using pen .
- and paper. Two of the professjonais also completed an on-job task
__and interview.’ : - )

T Statistical analyses (a split-plot tactorial ANQVA, Newman-Keuls,
and T-tests), graphs of interactions and changes, s¢attergrams, and.
responses to interviews indicate that, in this study, editing, like
revising, ought to be distinguished from routine prootreading .
activities; that revisers and editors at a word processor do these tasks
difterently than those who work with pen and pager; that there are no
differences between profescinnal and experienced writers or between
proféssionals on-the-job and in a research context; and that
ditferences between writers with and without genra‘experience

" suggest that even €xpert writers mny.red]gire practice to develop .

_detailed plans tor an untamiliar rhetorical problem. implications for
teaching, pedagogy, and future rasearch are discuased.
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"WRITING AS A PRIMARY MODE OF THERAPY WITH

‘o - ADOLESCENT FEMALES WHO ARE MISUSING ’

0

:, atienation Only one cllent, who had cpntrol over her iife
circumstances, had a lower alienation ‘post score.

q.onﬁcs_/m.con-im.:- FIVE CASE STUDIES e
' . L GrderNo. DAB325893 -

* Mazzowt, Josepming C., E0.D. Rutgers Univorsity The State U. of New
Jersey (New Brunswick), 1983. 244pp. Chairperson: Ronaid Christ

This study explored the use of writing as a major mode of therapy _
with adolescents who were misusing drugs/alcohol. This research
used a case study mgthod, with the analyses of data following the
grounded theary.approach (Glaser & Strauss, 1967). Both theory snd
-hypothesis formulation were ceveloped as the research progressed
" rather than selected a priori. . : ) )
Five 18-year-old woman participated as clients in this research and.
in thig;muge of therapy. We met twice a week for approximat~'y 20 ‘4
sessi uring this tim the young women wrote an average of 27
pieces” | he forms in which they wrcte were warm-ups, dialogues:
accounts of peopie, Situations, or events; actounts of how they wouid -
like the worid to be; and descriptions of future pians.

" . They wrote about subjects that were consistent with their - i
devélopmental stage: rnother/daughter separation, leaving home, .
maie/female reidtionships. father/daughter relationships, being out
of control, and algohol/drugs. Though theoretically open, their
choice of subject was often influenced by the therapist/client .
interaction. S h » .
¥ Cata were derived from several sources in addition to the writing: a
writing questionnaire, periodic questioning at the end of sessiona,
and a final writin assignment. A category system was deveioped to
organize and conceptualize these findings. In addition, 8ach of the
young women was asked to complete three psychological o
instruments: a revised version of the Symptom Checklist (SCL-80-R), .
Dean's Alienation Scale, and the Adolescent Life Events inventory

- (AE)." :

‘The résults indicated that writing was useful to tath client and:
therapist in the therapeutic setting. Clients' responses ranged from
“to get rid of angry feelings™ to “think about things.” The therapist -
tound writing helptul in both foeusing and structuring therapy.
As scores on the SCL-80-R apd the Alienation Scaie suggest, o
-therapy raised levels ©f hostility and pargnoid ideation, and teslirigs of -

.

with a variéty of clients in a variety of sattings.

— 3

Writing is useful as a major therapeutic mode and shouls be tut;m "

-] )

& PSYCHOLINGUISTIC DESCRIPTION OF THE
DEVELOPMENT. OF WRITING IN SELECTED FIRST GRADE  *
. STUDENTS OrderNo. DAB404ETY .

MLz, VERA EsTHER, E0.D. The ilniversity of Arizona, 1983. 508pp. -
Director: Yetta Goodman*+ L

The purpose of this study is to examine the development of writing
in first grade children. it provides information about the changes ihat
take place in the chiltiren's writing over an eight-month period. The

. writings of the entire classroom were collected; from these six
children's writings were chosen for cross-sectionalanalysis. Two-

. children trom this group were further sglected for in-depth case - -

. studies. !nterviews, parent Surveys, and observations were employed .
_to monitor the children's writing development. Thedataare .
categorized according to (1) the child's general background, (2) the .

child as a writer, (3) the child's use of conventions of.the writingand - -
- apelling Systems, and (4) dn overview of the child's copstruction ot
meaning. - v : ’ o

The subjects already had a rich, thdugh-vnrlgd. bhckg'munﬁ of

- experience with writing when they entered first grade. Many

© experiencas with others. They became aware of the needs of an-- .~ . -

invitations to write were given during the year, which resulted in three

major types of writing: journals, notes, and stories. - /.‘
The children were eager tg communicate in writing. They. grew and -

developed during the yearin a way similar to the-way théy once .. . - =

learned to speak, learning hoiw to write through their interactions and *




/A
) nud‘ence. could detarmmo the type of writing np{:r;priate toa
- particular astting, used ayntactic features tMt othor writers use, and
wrote.to fultili personal needs.
As the children wrote, they discovered that certam conventions;
Such as speiling and punctuation, are used by writers to allow their
message to be understood. The fate of development varied according
. to how critical thHese conventuons were to the ability to communicate.
The study demonstrated that children who hiave a message to
communicate construct meaning as theif first priority. AS they use’
: .wntmg. they gain knowledge of the writing system and change-occura
in their understanding of the syntactic, semantic and orthographic
Systems, aliowing them to create more complex meanmgs for their
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TRANSACTIONS AMONG TEACHERS AND CHILDREN:

- TEACHERS' INSTRUCTIONAL BEHAVIORS AND THE
WRITING PROCESSES OF KINDERGARTEN CHILDREN
DURING CLA'SSROOM WRITING EPISODES BN

, Order No. DAB329945

Moss, Rita Kay, Pn.D. Texas A&M University, 1983. 222pp. Co-
Chairmzn: Dr. John C. Stansell Dr.Donna L. Wiseman

Theprimaty purpose of this study was to describe the
interrelationships between teachers’ instructional behaviors dunng
writing intruction and the writing processes of begirining writers.

The inquiry, conducted over.an entire school yearintwo !
Kindergarten clagsrooms with either stundardized sequential writing
ingtruetion or developmentally based writing instruction, gathered
data through interview procedures, naturalistic observation of the
writing processes of children in a classroom setting, naturalistic
- observatior: of the teachers' instructional behaviors during writing
" instructicn, and the coll2ction of the writing products of children.

Two teachers were chosen for participation in the atudy because.
in each case their instructional behaviors during writing instruction

. met apecific criteria jdentitying them as either presenting -
—--standardized, sequential writing instruction or developmentally bued
... writing instruction. From naturalistic observation within these two

classroomns, the teachers' instructional behaviors during writing

" instruction were describec with regard to time spent during

.. instruction in writing and bahaviors demsnatrated during writing .
inatruction. From personal and video-taped obaervation, the
children's writing processes were deacribed in rélation to teachers
instructional behaviors and teacher-child interactions. From audio -
tape-recorded interviéws with children from these two classrooms,
the children's perceptions of thé writing processes and of the
teacher's instructional behaviors were described and triangulation
datu: was provided for the researcher's classroom observations.

» Ax analysis of the data inuicates that (1) children's writing
processes and perceptions of the writing process are influenced by

-

‘teachers' instructional behaviors; (2) chlldrenswritlng procesaes - -

can be distinguished by their focus on either graphic testures of -
lefters and words or on meaning, and this focus is determined by the
teachers' instructional behaviors; {2) children's writing processes
can tlso be distinguished by their familiarity with print and their
willingness to take risks with print; and (4) children in
developmentally based writing classrooms display a wider range of
writing processes than did children instandardized sequentially
based wntmg clagsrooms.

- .o L
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THE TREATMENT OF RHETORICAL ARRANGEMENTS AS
REVEALED iN SELECTED COLLEGE FRESHMAN ENGLISH
COMPOSITION TEXTS PUBLISHED BETWEEN '1958-1978
. OrderiNo. DA8400781
Muum CRESTOND Pn D. Syracuso Unlverslty, 1983. 17€pp.

~ Comments in ‘the protessiona! Interature expressing diasetnsfactnon
with college freshman English camgoaition texts are often very :

)

AS

“-genaral and foundad on nebulous raactions and opinions rather than - -

avidence. As a reault, this investigation sought to provide a study of

i\l

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

“.-18xis based on tangible’ do;umentitlon smco ‘complete’ snalysis of all
bej

- __,—coherera to-precursors;and qualitativé antlysis of iridiyidoal'good ——— ¢

-,

EC)

. of a'single doctoral study, the stucy was nafrowed to identitying the
presentation of one rhetorncal element.- -arrangements (structures)--in
complete units of nonfiction' prose, as found in a corpus of 12 best
selling texis (47 editions) between the years 1958-197¢. = .

The investigation was approached through the posing of three
questions: (a) Whatdiscernible ditferences are there among the
‘selected texts (and among their various editions) in their treatment of

. fhetorjcal arrangements? (b) I8 there any evidence that research on

composntnon scientific advances, or pedagogica! concerns of this -
period influenced the preaentatlon of materials dealing with this
rivetorical component in these texts? (¢) What generalizations can be

- made about the textbooktreatment of ar rangements throughout the
- twenty-year period? -

Follawing the analysis of the texts the.cor.clusions note that there
iS no recognized framework tor discussing arranggm’@’nt. 8 in writing;
“ that most texts do not even acknowledge outside infiuences but :
continue production in @ most unresponsive manner; thatthe lack of a . Lo
framework and parameters allows authors to go.their separate ways-
o« with resuits that often impede researchers and, eveh more - 5‘
importantly, contuse students; that.the problers and contusion
concerning arrangements in writing are not the tault of stock plans
and tormulas but of the textmakers' inability to present concepts of .
“organizaton in an understandable way. -
When properly handled, stock plans and formulas givethe  *°
beginning writer a place to start and provide the classroom )
comaoosition instrustor with something very important: a concrete and
practical epproach to teaching structured writing.

A

. A STUDY OF COHESION IN THE G_QQD AND POOR BSSAYS
OF COLLEGE FRESHMEN Order No. erac*ega

NEUNER, JEROME LAWRENCE, PH. D. srm Unlvarslty of Now York at
Buffalo, 1883. 152pp.

This work addressed several probiems: the ditterénces in tho use
of cohesive ties, chaing, and distances by coliége ff@ihmen writers
‘'whose essays were scored either good or poor on a holiatic scale; the .
- effects of iength-of essay on the use of cohesion; and ihe ussiuiness -
of the ~ohesion system as an @valuative and pad’agogic tool. The
“methodology consisted of: means tests and ANOVA on 18 types ¢!
. cohesive ties; comparisons  of le~gths cf chains and distances from

...and poor texts. Data were transformed by the ar¢ sine and arc sin@ ™
square root functions tc adjust for variations in length. Resuits.
*.indicated that 17 of 48 variatles did notdiscriminate between good
and poor essays (p < .05), but that the length of cohesive chains did

. ~ distinguiah the two ability levels. Variety and maturity of lexical cholcs

also appeared to characterize the good essays when cohesiva chaimg .
wore tabulated acresat:units. These tabulitions appedfed o have =
vastul explanatory power. Regargding length, it was discoveéred that
- denaity of lexical ties and the length of cohesive chaing ware -
didproportiofiate-to length of essay, both :nereasing at a groater rate
than the length of ¢ssay as measured by total words. The results A
- strongly Tmplied that the cohesion system should not have a central
role in padag.ogy or evaluation, but could be used informally by & 4
teacher at the point of responding to the student text and aiding

~ revision. Future research should attempt to inglude the ideationdl and

. interpersonal functjons of language as el as the text forming B
functaon deacribed by the cohesion lyltem .

& . ~ '
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: REWSION cuzs A STUDY OF FRESHMAN WRITERS . - * .
o ~ Order No. DAB40G128

Ows Rosemnv Iuam.DA me umve:sny.wsa 277pp.. -
- Advisgr: Thomas B. Swias - o

The problem. Ccmpositiun scholars genernlly agree that wrlana s
~. &process .ncluclng prewriting, writing.and revision. Revigion has only
racently bagn dddrassed by rezzarch, conaeguently ittle is known of -
how studen*® actually revise their writing; and even |6sa is known ot

. how o guide ahd direct students in rewriting manuscripts; aside from
-ancouraging caraful lﬂltm of arrora. A number of reseasohers have
suggested that revising is ’ *cusd” and that writers raspond o speciiic’

_cuas or signals In thelr manuscrifis that suggest a dissonance -~
between what ia nnmmn andwhatls mlttrn.t‘l'm“ltuﬂyj_qc_ym )

M
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" the cues students actually find intheir writing and the
choices suggested by zuss. f . _
»'Procedure. The writings of individuai frashmen and a class sized
group of freshman writers provided data for the stugy. All crafts and
intting related to the writings as well as tape recordings of intarviews
and composing aloud sessions were analyzed on & matrix which
tabulated responses to cues on the basis ¢! process, addition,

. deletion, substitution and reordering, and type, syntactic, mechanical,
" logical and lexical. . S
Findings. Cueing styles vary from writer to writer, forming distinct

types, dependent on the writing personality and writing goals of each
* writer. Cues appear to be influenced by the writer's general
knowledge, her awareness of her audience and her Sophisticationas_ *
a writer. Cues are an inherent and essential part of the revision
process. T
Recommendations. instruction in compasition couid be
acdvantaged by assisting students to disczver thgir own cues present
- in their manuscripts and caliing out for new cheices in exprassion.
Assisting students to seek out cues to activate the studpnt's response
relationship between cues and revisions can gonerate improved
maisuscripts. The revision matrix could be utilized to provide studenis
owith a check on their own vueing, both to éncourege revision and to - ©
. enhance students’ awarsness of compotitional choicas. :

revision

AUDIENCE AWARENESS AND ADAPTATION SKILLS OF
. WRITERS AT FOUR DIFFERENT GRADE LEVELS
- ~ OrderNo. DAB325512

T

1883, 99pp. . . -
" The purpose of this study was twctold: (1) to dAtermine the nature
- ang extent of audienge awareness exhibited:by sixteen writers, four at
each of four grade leveis (grades 4, §, 12, and college ieval), and
(2) to determine the extent tn'which eighty writers, twenty at these _
-four grade levels, adapted p:rsuasive discourse to suit the
predisposition of a stated audience. . .
There were two basic procedures: (1) To learn abou: audience
. ‘awareness, | interviewed the sixteen writers about their persuasive
writing, | then analyzed the interview transcripts to see what kinds of
audience awareness the writers displayed, and | made cornparisons
== goross grade levels. (2) To learn about audience adaptation skili, |
gdminiatered a persuasive writing task that asked the eighty-writers to
addresa two different audiences, one neutral and one hostile. |
analyzed the persuacive writing to seewhat kinds of adaptation skill: <
- each writer displayed, and again, Made comparisons across grade
levels. . - : . : " -

The results of ihe analysis of interview transcripts showed that
writers at all four.grade levels were equally aware of audience.
However, the exact nature of the audience awareness dittared, with
oider writers sxhibiting more abstract audience knowledge thah .

-yaunger writers. The analysis of the wriften groducts showad that
aJgience adaptation skill wag consistently exhibited by only the
college writers when numbers and kinds of appesis were measured.
‘Refutation, however, wag varied by all groups except the fourth grage
roup. 5 : - .
g,.. Tgis study suggesis tnat although schocl age writers are aware of
dudience, for the most pari they either lack the skill to adapt writing to
- suit audience needs or perhaps do r.ot see the rgecessnty for audience
‘adaptation. in addition, this study'shows that writing tasks can be
désigned in ways that allow us to examine specifip f,eatureg in texts.
Finally, we conclude that examination of written productsisnota*
satistactory way 1o learn about writers, but must be combined | with
other infermation to torm clear pictures of what writers know and can

do. e
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A DESCRIPTIVE STUDY OF THE COHRELATION; BETWEEN - - = ¢

-FRESHMAN ENGLISH STUDENTS' COGNITIVE bEVELOP_MENT’- ‘
AND SELECTED MEASURES OF THEIR WRITING ABILITY:

h o : OrderNs. DAB329566 -
RaNiERI, PauL WiLLIaM, Pu.D. The University of Texas at Austin, 1983.
189pp. Supervising Protessor: Ed:rnund J. Farreli, Ph.D. ~ ;L

The purpose of this diSsertation was to describe the theoretical
and statistical relationship betweer: Jean Piaget's the 2ty ¢f cognitive
development and the writing ability of freshmen enrclied at The .
University of Texas-Austin. Seventy-six subjects took Hans Furth's
"An Inventery of Piaget's Developmental Tasks" (IPDT), and each
wrote two essays using the persuasive aim. "Writing Ability" was
mensured by tive indices: a holistic evaluation {Three trained raters
holistically evaluated each essay on 4 1-4 scale, und all ratings for
both essays ware summed for acombinad score that ranged from 8 to
24.); and tour syntactic measures--Words per T-u nit, Suhordinate” - -

~ Clauses per T-unit; Adjective Clauses per
Elaboration Index Points per T-unit. . .
+ * Students’ scores on the IPDT were correlated with the he! ‘stic
‘ratings of the,essays and with each of the tour syntactic scores. Final
Pearson coefficients vielded no statistically signiticant correlations (p

s

(3

_= -01). A t-test measuring tha citference in the performances of males .
@:end females did produce a value of 2.84, which is Significant atthe .01 -

sAevel. A furthér analysis using both partial correlations and separate
correlations for each sex still resulted ir: no significant values at the
01 level. Males (N = 30) came closest with & corteiation of .237 (p =
-104) between their IPOT and hoiistic scores. -
. From these results, the researcher infers that the measuring T
devices were too imprecise to asse3s the strength of the relationghip
gnitive developinent and writing abillty. In
ture studies will need to accuunt mora
caretully for the diﬂergnkgpes of "logic" inherent in the different aima
of discourse. To aid in developing these tuture projects, hs outlines -
tour possible studies, each of which may help to assess more closely
the connecticn between these two variables. Also, the researcier
suggests meer:s for refining the measurement cf both cognitive
growth and writing ability. One suggestion invoives aupplementirg -
Furth's picture-based test with a language-based one that tests foi =al
reasoning. Last, the ;easarcher discusses potentisl implications for
curricular and instructional changos in the event future projects do
document even a minimal relationship between intellectyal - . :
development and the ability to write. -

>
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A NATURALISTIC STUDY OF THE BEMAV'ORS OF MIGH
SCHOOL JUNIORS AND THE FEATURES' OF THEIR L

. COMPOSITIONS .AS THEY WRITE FOR,NATURAL PURPOSES
5. ' h .Ordor No. DAB4O3SS

RHEA, PHILIP LAWRENCE, ED.D. University of Kansas, 1883. 139pp.

Stucents and teachers alike avoid writing 48 a classroom activity
‘because these experiences do not cannect with the real worid. .
Instead, students too often are required to write a particular torm, 10 -
develop an outling betore they write, and to be concerned with &

 standard of correctness. Consequently.student writing is oiten a

sterile product of an equally sterile process. Studenta do not iiketo -

« write it, £nd tedchers do netlike to read it. Thia study, theretore,

wJesgribes what kinds of behaviors students exhibit when writing for -
natural. purposes to real audiences. ..~ - - . oL

Naturalistic inquiry techniajes were used to gather date from
which the attitudes of the students and the features of their writing
wére described, All writing that the atudents did wag either a reaponss.
to what had been tranapiring within the cldsaroom or an activity

7 directed to rea! audiences. Students participated.in six activities.

- Summaries of responaes to and impreasions of students’ writing -
benaviors were gathered by interviews; a log of the kinds of choices
students made aa they wrcte was kept; arecord was made of the. =
questions students asked during the prewriting, writing, and rewriting;

" stages; a record wad kept of the studenta’ writing fivency; reaults of .

TS

" the aftitude survey were tabulated. L LR
' Students made decisions about hv: their wriing would affect the
audiences, abiout selecting and arranging details for the groztest

bout'chonsing partinenf'topice, about choosi \

i
S
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-~
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o oppropnate tono and point of view; about developmg oﬂective . visual and audltory propertrea of the texts. oOthBr rnﬂuencea on

»~. " introductions-and conclusions, about making writing interesting, and reviaron are writers' aeathetica, mtereatlngnm and external
... aboutlimiting their material. Students were oager to share their B - S0urces. -
- writing-with-one-ancther: Generally; students" attitudes were positive —————--—Though the writers'revisigh processes were. multi-lnyefw lﬂd;_;_
toward the activities and toward writing. Generally the writing was - .»_‘. . recursive, they were also progresslve While the type of revisions and

intéresting and mformatwe The papers were lengthy, representing . their effects varied from text to text, the study identi’ :ed an undorlying

- "the students’ desire tc "show" rather than “teil.”. Also, Students used " . three- and-sometimes four-stage process. -
. @bundant descriptors or qualifiersin developing their sentences. Most - * in stage one, writers established structural features. to whnch thoy
v+ : of all, however; the writing was interesting. Each studenthad . .° . " . added and adjusted instagetwo. In stage thres, they corrected, -
St somethmg unique to present. e T ) ;g . changed format, and established finai torm. Unexpected meaning

- gometimes emarged in & variable ‘discovary’ stage. Thesa atagen - -
. " were not strictly linear; since difforent pasts of texts were often at’

_; A o o S, e " difterent stages, but shifts in proportions of revisions tror:ld draitt toh R
PI o - draft, and a thres- .draft minimum suggest an obligatory order in whic
:ITR?TMT:LI%N h.? ' CONGRUENT Fx P-ECTANONS THROUGH " o -the ‘writer; established necessary features of a text--language,
° MUMCATIONS - OrderNo. DA8326628 " structure, and external form. The.complexity of the writing task -
" SwiTH, Jovee M., Eo.D. Syracuse University, 1983. 170pp. .-~ ___ __requires sclective attentionto. ditterent features at different points ln_
_++____The purpose of this Study isto Examine the effect which serz. - - . thework.

-+ Results suggest that routinized “form first’ tam allgw writera to

. structurled ‘written communications have on the congruency of - ’ com:?ne::ggg but the more variability the work allows, the more .

. parental and teacher expectations for a preschool child on a set of - selective mmnﬁsn must bs, and the more distinct the stages. The -

: :g;:&ﬁg‘nﬁfo:‘tg‘ggg" this study e"‘t‘"l""ej tthe Sitect of the conclusion discusses educational implications and suggesta future:.
uracy of parentsl and teacher ) : N

. " expectations for the actual’ performance of the preschool child on the 'eseﬂfch combining exenem with coding of spacme revillonl

' _aet of age:reiated tasks. ) o ‘
v To investigate these concerns 72 parent chiid, teacher triads from
e nine nursery school settings participated. A posttest only with a -

- control group design was utilized. Children fromeach classroom were *ﬂLUEPRINTS FOR WRITING & STUDY" OF VARIATI@N IN

: . randomly selected and placed in ong of three treatmant groups. Each- i
-+ treatment group received a ditferent communication treatment: gﬁf&%i %::Rﬁosrggos 16 NOTES <AMOC? Gd czmﬁrg:‘gu“
: - teacher-to-pdrent along with. parent.to-teacher, teacher- -to-parent : Lo reler o
-only and’no added communication as an intervention of this study. ~ =~ . STEPHENS, RoRY Dormmv PH.D. Northwostom Jnivmlfy- 1003
“Following twelve weeks of treatment, parents and teachers were = 248pp. -z ,

,; . m:frf\gdr:ally asked to ':nc;nchatu their expectations of the child's S . Statement of the Problam. This study examines the mumptlan o }{s

A, & pictore memory 4ak, and s copying ook meted 2 Dead - tnat nere s  aingle composing process. Specifical. texamin "=
'marents and teachers were then compared to each other as well as fo variation In writers' uso of composing notes, nates which wrilars wilg

.gwge° Sctue ertrance scoresproduced by the chid anthe hres Gompooing holes. 4 para and ragimoniiry vaces ol s wilkrs
Chi-square dlstrlbutrons were used to examing the comparisons. © composing processes, provide & means of studying the writing .~
-tor each variable according to-treatment group. No smmﬁcgnt - proceas without undue axperimen, ! Interventlon and alw reprmm :

.- difterences between groups were reported at the .05 level. Aposthoc - 4" Interaating use of wiitten anguL L 8
* ¢ examination of classroom effect using chi-aquare resulted in e Pracedures. The firat part'of.the atudy conaistad of the ceiaction

e

.instance of significant difference at the'.0S level: thd comparisonof - - ﬂlt:':t:: ‘&ﬁ%’;‘:& w:'t:gf m’:&%ﬂ: tc::t gty c‘f&;ﬁ?ﬁ:&' {n 8
. par@nt and teacher expectations on the copying task However, since writing. In the second part of the study, eig.it students toak tho um. i,
there were noother significant differences found-at the 05 level; and — "’“’“‘“.mgmd.kunu and wore vldeotaped. while doing so and- - !
the copying task was not viewed'as being ditferent from the bead or - interviewed aHorWards. Students' composing rotes were anatma by
i g:c‘};:or :t‘trll;ory task, itis dmicult to make concluaive mterpretatnons "' - typs. The videotapes provided a temporal prgﬂlo of studenta’ - e
Informnl data suggested a posrtwe amtude of pnrenta and teachera i . obmervabie activities nd eatablishod the aequenclnﬂ of sctiiles

R
mctrumenumon s o8 tested by the present . - - .~ vrotecomposing notes with thase who did not, and to examing traita

- . R A ’ " characteristic of competent writers. - ;
RN - < T . Resuits and Conclusions. This Itudywund that proﬂcumatudmt
R o et .j U wilters pertorming the samse {ask varied as to whathsr thgy chose 1o
: ; e ..+ 7 ‘write composing notes or not. Furthermore, several typss of variation
- S . ! among writars who wrole noley was found. In atudents’ commenta,
REVISION PRACTICES QF PROfESSIONAL WRITERS a _-combinations and sparring whare the individualited group and’
L - OrderNo. DAMOOGM .+ . pachage group parformed significantly befter than the yolked grs I
Samn. Lsouom\ Haams. PH. D Mlchigan State Univorslry. 1933 : . (non-individualized), control group, and piacebo coritrol group. -

“These reaults are supporied by Desiderato and Miller (1978),
Mmm and Schiéaer (1980) and Silva (1881) who have demonatraied
. thatindividualized cognitiva intervention was beneficial to athietic
" performance. In addition; support for the package‘group has besn

. demunistrated by De witt (1880). and Kircheribaum and Bale (1980
- who found that whan subjoects choae their own stratagios from &
pachage format they.performed significantly better over the’
axgerimental period. Theretore, futiire ‘investigations ‘should
individualize cognitive intervention trategies to the needs of &l
utlllzlng [\ aulml:alt:l %a:rt::glng format and mmurlng partormanc

30299

i Current compositlon theory suggests that amount and type ot
rewriting distinguish atudents from protmlonals. yet little ruearch
has been done on the revision practices of skilied writers under:
normal v-orking conditiona. This study combined Intervisws with
analysis of successive dralts of thirty texts" (fiction, poetry and non-
fiction) to describe the revision procesass of two vmatlle. wello X
bithed writers, -Albert Drake and Lee Upton.
¢ table ledtures are (1) importance of early dratts ln cruting a-
axt which focuses the writer's attention, smbodies external. - ,
atures &nd intentions in unigue contlguratlona. and cuesand ¢ .-
ontrols’ prmrvatwn ‘and change; and (2): phynlcallty of rovlslono-l e.. A
the writers begarn new drafts when they could no longer'see’,” , - .
indicating ‘complex relationships bstween p@ageption and productlon.
evisiong are cusd not only by propositional mesning, bul aleo




>
TECHNICAL WRITING A MOGERN PERSPEC"IVE . -
% ,Order No.DA8324492

“Snom MARGARET AnN,Ep.D. The George Washmgton Unlvr 1Sity, e

—1883- 294pp Chanrperson —Joseph” AmurGreenberg

‘This study mvestngated the applucauon of recent English -
composition theories to selectéd tectnical articles. The goai wasto

. determine whether “good"techni ol-writing may be better anaiyzed -

and taught through the use of madern technigues of discourse
angiyais rather than by relymg on the mechanistic rules set forth in
many technical writing textbooks.-The principal conclugion of the
-work.is affirmative--that theories not heretofore applied to the -
materials and teaching of technical wrifing can assist both teachers

_gained fittle, if any, of their meaning from the teshnrical formats that
‘daminfate current textbooks. Irstead, the authors succeeded because

 and the connection to improvement in writing performance,

and stugents. A corollary finding is that the technical articles analyzed
% EXAMINATION OF .THEIR WORKS

EH

mfluence mnruchon hns on wmer amtude. behavmr and self»estoem

. (5)- instructors should integrate language experiences (writing, -
reading, speaking, listening) with the "developing self-eSteem-of-
students; and (6) learning environments and writing ass:gnments
should be designed to facilitate the development of posmve sell-

concepts in students. - - o o

TEXAS. WRITERS OF CHILDREN S LILI'ERATURE A -
COLLECTION OF INTERVIEWS AND A CRITICAL -

Order No. omaoes_ao )

z they made.informed-rhetorical choices:
. Most of the studies underlying the present work were completed in
_ ~_the $880s, a period of unusual activity in English composition
rescarch. Ot the numerous works that emerged during this decaue,
the following tour were chosen for study: Francis Christansen's "A
Generative Rhetoric of the Sentance™ and "A Generative Rhetoric of
the Paragraph;” Edward P. J. Corbett's Classical Rhetoric for the

- -Modern-Student, and James L-Kinneavy's A Theory o! Dlscourso Al

" were concerned primarily with literary writing, but much of what each -
‘revealed appears io be appiicable to technnch_vyriting as well. .

_Suggestions are mve for clmroom mntenals derived from the
mnlyﬂa .o .

THE NEED FOR COLLECE WRITING PROGRAMS CHANOES

IN:STUDENT ATTITUDES, BEHAVIORS SELF.ESTEEM AND
WRITING ABILITY JN STUDENTS ENROLLED IN WRITING -
COURSES ) :

STRUGALA, RicHARD Anrncmv Eo.D. Rutgers University The-State U.
of Now Jersey (New Brunsmck) 1883, 233pp Chmrpenon Robert
~ P.Parker. -

This study describes changes in atudent armng abllity attitudes
towara writing, and degree of writer self:esteem atter one semester of-
composition insruction. Two impromptu essays, a writer, attitude
questionnaire, and a self-esteem survey were administered during-

— pre--and posttests tg 52 remedial writing students-and 30 freshmiah
compogition atuden 8 during @ 16 week serneate' at afour-ygar
college. : .

> - Trained readen acored the enanys uamg holmnc and analytic”

mouures which provided complementary measurements of strong, .-

. average, and weak pieces of writing -This dual assesament was
verlfieu through the calculation of correlation coefticients (p = <
..0001). The Writer Attitude Questionnaire (WAQ).identitied writer
- behaviors and aftitudes. The Thoughts About Myssit and School
. Survey (TAMS) measured'primary self-regard, sell-esteem reiating to
- school, attitudes toward matruction and attitudes toward reading and
" wiriting.

The anithdnlnnl informmnon waa ».orrelmed with ensdy acoresto - =

- cevelop profiles of remedial writing students, freshman composition”
‘students, and males and females. Besides reviewing cluster and
: subset scores, individual ltems from the WAQ and TAMS were
“evaluated to characterize writers whose holistic easay scores
: increased, dec-easea, or showed np thange-pretest to-postiest.
- Means, standard deviations; T-Test compansons. and. correlntnon
' coemclents were utilized for statistical analysis. =
. Signiticant § gains in referential writing (p x < .03) and non-
nignihcant @aing in expressive writing were found for the remedial
= writing students. Non-significant gains in both referential and . -
expreuwe writing were foupd for the ireshman ¢ompogition students.
Implications of the study are: (1) assessment and evaluation of
wrlhng should consist of multiple aspects (performance, attitudes, -
behnviora), (2)-multiple options of response should be provided far
- sfudents’in writing situations (placeément/evaluation) which-assess-~

- for measurement of writing Abllnty and for-verification of these "

. information about writers of children's literature in their own- i,

- Order No. DAB32591 B

T ltrengtha ‘and weaknosses and 4180 a taient in at least ong mmlnulm |

. STRATEGIES OF FIRST GRADE CHlLDREN

o devcloplng written language strategies of twerity:two children in oie.

“ teaching strategies stem from n whole Inngungo morlel at wrmon
' Innguage learning.’ :

o wrmng pertormance; (3) multipie 8coring methods should be umuo: _

;;:on ELgAnORE Eu Smm ED D. Unlversltyol Houston 1883.
PR.’

when teacners and Iibrnrinna are ahle to share wlth atuuontl lorno
information about the author ¢t a book, the stucents’ enjoymant of -
thaf bock can be enhanced and their motivation to read Incrum
- While there are numercus sources which provide educitors with
‘general knowledge of the creators of children's literature, there hu o
been no resource which furnishes Texds teachers: and librarians wlth B

IL\e ptqrrgu:: efl:hls st'uﬁglr;u to <I:olloct and analyze information .
out Texas writars of children‘s iterature, thereb; [
rcsgurce for l‘o;u educators, © - - Y yerev dlng luch .
~ Procedure. Twalve authors of juvenile Ilterature. who are ﬂrulﬂi i
living'in Texas and who have had three or more children's bouks ", ;

. "published, were poraonaily and individually intervigwad bythe .

.- researcher. The authors were Charloite Baker, Camilla Campbisii, Lo

. -Mary Blount Christian, Sibyl Hancock, Janette Satrinig Lowrey; Grant -
"Lyons, Joan Lowery leon Diane Stnnley. Dorothy Van ‘Woerkom, . _f". W
" Barbara K. Walker, Pauline Watson, and G. Clitton Wisler. The works
- ¢t each author wore critically analyzed and the author's Ilterary )
dovelopment during his/her career was examingd.

3ummary of the Interviews. The majority of the authora vlom e
_ themaelves as Toxas writers. Seven authors considerer 4 Texas \yrlm
" to be someone who either lived in Texas or wrote about Texas. The .

- nmnlnlng five felt that being a Texas writer inveived a uniquo set of

- values and'a pride in baing Texan. One half of the writers falt there

* was no d'“d""‘ﬂﬂe to living in Texss and tryin
publima 9 trying 10 et books

- Summary of tho Annlysu Ench Texu nuthor shiowad both -

genre. Campbell, Mancock, Lyons, and. Wislor displayod a talentin -
historicat fiction; Stanigy, Van Woerkoh, and Wal?xor{m foik Il.tr.nrlturu
- Christian and Watson demoratrated an nblllty to create humor, -
" wheroas Baker and ! awrgy revealdd a talent for writing | roalistic
fiction. Nixon stiowed particuiar atrength as a mystory writer, . -
From both the intervisws and critical analynses twelve unique .
Indlvldunll emerged, sach of whom haa contributed ugnlncmny to.-
ehllaron s nmrnuu. botr ‘?om lna in mo luw ﬂm '

THE NATURAL DEVELOPMENT OF WRITTEN LANGUAOE :

- Ord.r No DA0400281

. '_'IWAmzn SANDRA JEAN, Pn D; Unlvorslty of Mlssourl COlumoll. 1003
'_;21899 Supervisor: Dr. Stevie Moftman -~ - . - .

* The purpose of this Inveatlgntlon waa to ducrlbe tho na%urllly

first grade classrogim whera the teacher/researchor's curriculum and

Bi-weekly asmples from cmld rcn s pntrles In tnolr August throunh_

. Mar.h sustained writing logs were studied to determine each ehild’
- " use of functional apeliings and to.describe changes in writing fonm
/.. and written content In each log. Questiznhairas and intervie
s Instrumnnu provitied indication of each child's moda! of written
“Flanguage’ (Rhonlc akllis or whole lnnguaga) t the beginning an
; ending of t :

6 yoar. R
i wWhen'chlidrenare unewrlm 1o eomt cta ‘,nonnlly

'-.mmlnsul ru: aystem for writing, and when\

id, children



_natur2 of emerging writing stratggies. Although six children used
invented spellings the first day @Pachool, the other sixteen used
random letters to repreaent antir@ words or letters to represent -
beginning, middle and/or ending 3ounds. Beginnirig at varying times -
“Tduring the year, children consistently used letters to represent each

_sound heard in a word and to. spell tamiliar, often used words - -

--correctly. By the end of the research year, &l children used - -~

~transitional spellings-Content in the children's writings moved from _
listings of familiar names and words to ietters to people; narative
sentences and stories and short stoqes Children heid-phonics or .
skills models of written language in August. By March, twelve children
changed models: ten to whole language, one from phomcs to skills
-and one from skills to phonics.

This research project contirmed previously reported studies in

children's developmental writing processes (Clay, 1975; Ferriero, N
1678) and developmental spelling processes (Gentry, 1981; Hodges, .

(New York: Harcourt. grace, nnd World, Inc 1970) rn James L.
Kmnenvy s A Theory of Discourse [Englewood Clifts, New Jersey: -
Prentrce Mall, inc., 1871); and in Frank J. D'Angelo's A Conceptual

_ Theory of Rhetoric. (Cambridge, Massachusetts: Winthrop Publishers,
1975). The theories will be examined historically to note not only what
each theorist knew of classical thetorical theory and of Kenneth

Burke's theory, but also what they-knew-of-each other's works-The—- -
thecries will also be examined crrtlcally as theories, in terms first of,

.this author's definition and second in terms of George A. Kelly's . -,

definition of a theory as found in his'A Theory of Personality.
Finally, the theories viill be categorized, when possible, accordmg
to Martin Steinman's article "Rhetoricel’Research" from College

. Composition and Communication (1966): basic rhetorical research;
- metarhetorical research; pedagogicai rhetorical theories; rhetorical

criticism; and historical or comparative rhetorical research. L

—1281;-Réad;1871)-Furthermore; it demonetrated that a classroom
* teacher can promote a meaning-centered writing | program for all
children and, as a researcher, can foster; study and describe each
child’s naturally developing writing strategies so as to enable the
chrld [} personal growth toward writtén communicative competence

-,
]

FOCUSING IN: THE COMPOSING PROCESS THE
" DEVELOPMENT OF A THEORY OF RHETORICAL INVENTION
BASED ON THE WORK. lN PSYCHOTHERM’Y OF EUGENE T.
GENDLIN . Order No. DA8326350

- WhaTLEY, CAROL ADANS, ED.D. Auburn Unlverslty.taaa 322pp
- Director: -Richard L. Graves

"This study addresses the problem of tormulatmg n theory of
‘invention for written composition which includes bath the generation
- and selection of material. Though most theories gf invention inciude
only the generatinn of material, this study argues the need for
methods for the selection process also. Ot the four major theories of
- invention in current use,.only ong, Pre-writing, contains methods for
- selection, and these methods are beset by several limitations. The
* “theory of invention setforth in this study incorporates the generation. -
. .and aslection of material in one coherent process. It is bnsed onthe -
- work in psychotherapy of Eugefie T. Gendlin, Ph.D.
- The study surveys the four major current theories, describes -

\

. -

SCRIPTS, SCHEMAS, AND SCRIBES NEEDED DIMENSIONS
- OF THE COMPOSING PROCESS OrderNo DA840Q439
YANCEY; KATHLEEN Br.AKE, PH.D. Purdue Univers:ty,1983 ‘roapp
Ma;or Professor ThomasE Gaston L ="

. A revrew of the dominant modeis of the composmg proceu _
_demonatrates that they ignore or minimize at ieast one of twog .

-, signiticant "dimensions"of this process. The first of these is aftact,

that is the emotion that potentiaily contextualizes, motivates, and: = -
informa any writing. The second such dimension is creativity, that is
the perception of that which is new and/or original by the writer
through her ordering and re-ordering of experience, which ia, in (urn.
a primary function of composing. Acgordingly, any model of -
composing intending to descrive thiy process accurately must -
account for these significant dimienaions of comosing. Furtiermore,
such a description.can be accomplished, at leést on the macro leval,
through the application of & concept that is compatible toth in dellgn
and in theory with this study's aims and that has proven to be frumul _
~-in several ancilliary fields: namely, scripts/schemata.

Chapter One introduces the concept of ccnpta/ochcmntn. R
explaining their function(s) in child development-linguistics, artificial .
intelligenca, reading theory, and clinical psychology. On the basis of -
thig review, analogous entities cailed rhetorical scripts are poeitcd :

= they are eetlned to ba-thoae cognitive and affective, -
transdevelopmental, and hierarchically organized meaning- mmng

~~Gendlin's theory.and methods and gives exampies of classroom
—_ nppucgtggrg by the author and other teachers. Based on the .. o
clagsroom epplications, the study makes suggestions for using the
theory. The major work trom whnch the theory is denved it Gendlm 8
) Focusmg :

g

.A HISTORICAL AND CRITICAL EXAMINATION OF FeUR

AMERICAN THEORIES OF DISCOL'R E AND RHETORIC: - )

19&0--1976 : : - Order No. DA8325924_
- . WOLFF, WILLIAM CHARLES, Jn Eo D’Rutpers Univers:ty The State U. -

" of New Jersey (NewBrunswick) 1983. 31Bpp Chmrperson Robert .
P. Parker

This study "A Hrstoricnl and Crltlcal *.-.xnmmntron oHour - '. -‘;‘_‘
o Amencnn Theories of Discourse and Rnetoric: 1986:1876," examinee- o

.four major theories foliowing the Anglo-American Seminar in the

. Teaching and Learning of Engiish held at Dartmouth College in 19&? S

-+~ One purpose of the study is to compare and contrast these four -

.. thuories with two base:line theorists’ worke, Edward P.J. Corbett's

= .Classical Rhetoric for the Modern Student (New York: Oxtord -
. _~University Press, 1965) and Kenneth Burke' awork}otncc 1831. In this
" way, the study will examine the four thaories insnfdr as they use nrdo
e Eo. :oc clawcnl rhetoricnl thcory and tne new rhetonc of Kenneth

u' e '.’:
et TR second: purpooe ot the atuey I540 i compnre and contrut thefour -
S theorlea with each other. The theories considered appear in James ‘
- Mofteit's Teaching the Universe of Discourse--A Rationa's tor Enghsh
- Teaching Used in a Student-Centerag Language Arts Cutriculum

‘- (Boston: Houghton, Miftlin and Co 1900). in Richard E. Young; Alton
L. Becker, and Kennsth 'L Piki Ois Chi

Q

structures through whose interaction an emerging taxt Ia created. -
-Chagter Two Surveys the "best" extant modeis of compeaing,

. showing that they discount affect and/or creativity and noting as woll
the recent informal work of rhetdricians seeking to describe .

. composing,. as doeo thle unoertnklng. through tocusing on the pem
composing.

Chapter Three olocuaes fnctoro contributlng to the eevelcpment &
of rhetorical acrizts, exlaing their general nature, and details their - . -
orientations: !nitial I, oriented nﬂectlvely to the writer; Audience: -

- Adapted i, orientad to'the writer's projection of audisnce; and - - %
, Emerglng I, orionted to the external world and to coripaaing itaelt,

- thereby rasponaible for Integrating the astivity of the three scripta.

“'Chapters Four, Five, and Six discuss, respectively, the subscripts
constituting Initial |, Audience-Adapted |, and Emergirig I; thesao -

- Ghapters aiag explain how theas compstenciea and scripts interact ,

 during compaging to produce the emerging taxt. The Conclusion
summarizes this otuay. discuaoec nts sigmticance. and recommonda

: turthor rmerch
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Coples of the Dissertat ions .may be obtalned by addresszng."

your request to:
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-Un1versxty Mlcrofllms Internatlonak
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