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Editor's Welcome

      The  spr ing  i s sue  i nc ludes  two  book

rev iews  and  a  se r ie s  of  spot l ight  essays

h igh l ight ing  recent  resea rch  publ i shed

in                                     Spot l ight

essays  i nc lude :
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An  essay  f rom  Yachao  L i ,  Jenn i fe r

Samp ,  Va le r ie  Coles  Cone ,  Laura

Mercer  Kol la r ,  Ra lph  DiC lemente ,

and  Jenn i fe r  Monahan  exp lo r ing

Af r i can  Amer ican  women ’ s  l anguage

cho ices  ( i .e . ,  I - ,  you - ,  we - l anguage ,

and  hedg ing )  dur ing  condom

negot ia t ion  i n te rac t ions  with  male

par tner s .

Sara Baker Bailey

Southern Connecticut State University

An  essay  f rom  Jus t in  Boren  and  Mary

McPherson  publ i shed  i n  the

Ju l /Aug2018  i s sue  that  f ea tu red

rep l i ca t ion  s tud ies .  Boren  and

McPherson  rev i s i t  and  rep l i ca te  Russ ,

S imonds ,  and  Hunt  (2002 ) .

Courtesy of SCSU
 Jenn i fe r  Zenov ich  and  Leda  Cooks

examine  the  ques t ion :  What  does

pos t soc ia l i sm  prov ide  fo r

in te rcu l tu ra l  communicat ion  i n  the

#MeToo  era ?

1 .  Hample  (2017 )                                  

 

2 .  L indemann  (2018 )  

 

 

 

    John  Wi ley  &  Sons .

Book  Rev iews

 C o m m u n i c a t i o n  S t u d i e s

I n t e r p e r s o n a l  A r g u i n g
Pete r  Lang .

C o m p o s i n g  R e s e a r c h ,  C o m m u n i c a t i n g

R e s u l t s :  W r i t i n g  t h e  C o m m u n i c a t i o n

R e s e a r c h  P a p e r .
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Book Review Call: Fall 2019

Addi t iona l l y ,  i f  you  have  a  publ i ca t ion  that  may  be  of  i n te res t  fo r  the  

scho la r sh ip  rev iew ,  please  fo rward  your  recommendat ions .

 

To  be  cons idered  fo r  a  rev iew  of  the  above  publ i ca t ions ,  emai l  Sara  Baker  

Ba i ley  at  bakers2 1@ southernct .edu  with :

        1 .  Name  of  the  publ i ca t ion  you  wish  to  rev iew

       2 .  A  br ie f  (200 -word )  exp lanat ion  as  to  how  the  publ i ca t ion  f i t s  with in  

your  areas  of  i n te res t /exper t i se .

 

I f  se lec ted ,  CSCA  wi l l  prov ide  a  copy  of  the  ass igned  publ i ca t ion  to  the  

se lec ted  rev iewer .  Submiss ions  must  not  be  under  rev iew  by  other  

publ i ca t ions .  Rev iews  shou ld  adhere  to  the  most  recent  ed i t ion  of  the  

publ i ca t ion  manua l  of  the  Amer ican  Psycho log ica l  Assoc ia t ion .  The  ed i to r  has  

rese rved  f ina l  di sc re t ion  regard ing  the  publ i ca t ion  of  a l l  rev iews .  I  would  l ove  

to  hear  f rom  you .  Please  contact  me  with  ques t ions ,  comments ,  and  

f eedback :

 

Sara  Baker  Ba i ley

Ass i s tant  Pro fesso r ,  Southern  Connect icut  Sta te  Unive r s i t y

Baker s2 1@ southernct .edu

(203 )  392 -5596

For  the  Fa l l  Scho la r sh ip  Supplement ,  I  am  cur rent l y  seek ing  rev iews  fo r  the

fo l lowing  books :

Author PublisherTitle

Steven R. Wilson
and Sandi W. Smith
 
Rich West and Lynn
Turner
 
Carly S. Woods

Reflections on Interpersonal Communication
Research

 
Interpersonal Communication (4th edition)

 
 

Debating Women: Gender, Education, and
Spaces for Argument, 1835-1945

Cognella
 
 

Sage
 
 

Michigan State
University Press
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Is Coming Out in the Classroom Still an Occupational Hazard?

A Replication of Russ, Simonds, and Hunt (2002)

Scholarship Spotlight:

       Over  15  year s  ago ,  communicat ion  resea rchers  T rav i s  L .  Russ ,  Cher i  J .

S imonds ,  Stephen  K .  Hunt  di scovered  that  co l lege  s tudents  would  ra te  a  gay

ins t ructo r  l ower  i n  teacher  cred ib i l i t y  and  perce i ved  l ea rn ing  than  a  s t ra ight

ins t ructo r .  At  the  t ime ,  Russ  et  a l .  (2002 )  c la imed  that  th i s  f ind ing  cou ld  be

l inked  to  homophobia  i n  co l lege  c las s rooms .  The i r  f ind ings  sparked  an

impor tant  di scuss ion  i n  the  i n s t ruct iona l  communicat ion  l i t e ra tu re  that  l ed

some  to  argue  that  teachers  may  not  want  to  se l f -di sc lose  someth ing  so

persona l  i n  the  c las s room .

 

      Teacher  behav io r s  and  characte r i s t i c s  can  a f fec t  s tudents ’  percept ions  of

lea rn ing  and  cred ib i l i t y  i n  and  out  of  the  c las s room .  Teacher  cred ib i l i t y  i s  an

impor tant  va r iab le  i n  the  i n s t ruct iona l  communicat ion  l i t e ra tu re  g iven  that

s tudents ’  percept ion  have  been  l i nked  with  cogn i t i ve  and  a f fec t i ve  l ea rn ing ,

mot iva t ion ,  and  other  outcomes .  Researchers  l i nked  teachers ’  persona l

d i sc losure  with  i nc reased  cred ib i l i t y ,  but  many  scho la r s  have  i nd ica ted  that  the

content  of  di sc losure  i s  pret ty  cr i t i ca l .  Fur thermore ,  di sc losure  of  i n fo rmat ion

a lone  does  not  necessa r i l y  promote  h igher  cred ib i l i t y  and  l ea rn ing .  Those

outcomes  may  depend  on  what  i s  di sc losed  or  revea led  about  the  i n s t ructo r .

 

 

      The  goa l  of  th i s  pro jec t  was  to  complete  an  as -c lose - to  l i t e ra l  rep l i ca t ion  of

the  2002  ar t i c le  by  Russ  et  a l .  (2002 ) .  We  wanted  to  cons ider  how  over t

d i sc losure  of  sexua l  ident i t y  i n  a  co l lege  c las s room  might  s t i l l  impact

c red ib i l i t y  and  perce i ved  s tudent  l ea rn ing  over  15  year s  l a te r .  We  a l so  wanted

to  eva luate  s tudent  percept ions  i n  a  di f fe rent  reg ion  of  the  Uni ted  Sta tes .  We

based  our  hypotheses  and  resea rch  ques t ions  on  the  2002  s tudy :

(Continues on page 4)

H1 :  Students  ra te  a  gay  i n s t ructo r  l ower  i n  cred ib i l i t y  than  a  s t ra ight                             

i n s t ructo r .

 

H2 :  Students  ra te  a  gay  i n s t ructo r  l ower  i n  characte r  ( t rus twor th iness )

than  i n  competence .

 

H3 :  Perce i ved  l ea rn ing  i s  pos i t i ve  cor re la ted  with  cred ib i l i t y .

 

H4 :  Students  perce i ve  they  l ea rn  more  f rom  a  s t ra ight  teacher  than  a

gay  teacher .

 

     We  conducted  a  l i t e ra l  rep l i ca t ion  of  Russ  et  a l . ’ s  (2002 )  or ig ina l  s tudy  and

were  ab le  to  rep l i ca te  the i r  procedures  as  c lose l y  as  poss ib le .  Our  par t i c ipants

inc luded  278  co l lege  s tudents  f rom  a  l a rge  Weste rn  un ive r s i t y .  Most  were  f i r s t

yea r  s tudents  who  were  pr imar i l y  Hispan ic  or  Lat inx ,  As ian ,  and  White .  Our

sample  was  f a r  l e s s  homogenous  than  the  or ig ina l  s tudy ’ s  sample .  

Our  Study :  Test ing  the  Hypotheses
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Students  were  sampled  i n  four  di f fe rent  sect ions  of  a  genera l  educat ion  course .

In  each  sect ion ,  a  whi te  male  confedera te  de l i ve red  an  approx imate l y  20 -

minute  extemporaneous  l ec tu re  on  cu l tu re  and  communicat ion .  Dur ing  the

lec tu re ,  he  used  the  name  of  h i s  par tner  th ree  t imes  –  e i ther  “Jason ”  or

“Jenn i fe r ”  (aga in ,  c lose l y  match ing  the  2002  s tudy ) .  Immedia te l y  fo l lowing  the

lec tu re ,  the  confedera te  l e f t  the  room  and  a  member  of  the  resea rch  team

ins t ructed  the  c las s  on  complet ing  the  “ teacher  eva luat ion  su rvey . ”  Th i s  su rvey

conta ined  McCroskey  and  Teven ’ s  ( 1999 )  measure  of  cred ib i l i t y :  competence ,

goodwi l l  (car ing ) ,  and  t rus twor th iness ,  Russ  et  a l .  (2002 )  measure  of  perce i ved

s tudent  l ea rn ing ,  and  McCroskey ’ s  ( 1994 )  measure  of  a f fec t i ve  l ea rn ing ,

 

 

       Apparent l y ,  s tudent  percept ions  of  gay  i n s t ructo r s ,  or  at  l eas t  the  di sc losure

o f  sexua l  or ienta t ion ,  have  changed  over  the  pas t  1 7  year s .   S ince  the  or ig ina l

s tudy  was  publ i shed  i n  2002 ,  same  sex  marr iage  i n  the  Uni ted  Sta tes  became

lega l  and  protect ion  r ights  fo r  gay  and  l e sb ian  i nd i v idua l s  have  i nc reased .

Cor respond ing ly ,  our  data  shows  that  s tudents  did  not  ra te  the  gay  confedera te

d i f fe rent l y  i n  overa l l  cred ib i l i t y  f rom  the  hete rosexua l  i n s t ructo r  cond i t ion .

Students  might  perce i ve  the  di sc losure  of  sexua l  or ienta t ion  pos i t i ve l y  i f  that

d i sc losure  i s  re levant  to  the  course  mater ia l .  In  our  s tudy ,  both  the  gay  and

st ra ight  i n s t ructo r  cond i t ions  di sc losed  re levant  i n fo rmat ion  about  the i r

pa r tner  to  exp la in  concepts  of  cu l tu re  and  communicat ion .  Thus ,  pos i t i ve

eva luat ions  of  the  teacher  fo r  such  di sc losure  would  a f fec t  both  the  gay  and

st ra ight  teachers  s imi la r l y  and  be  cons i s tent  with  prev ious  f ind ings .    However ,

the  gay  i n s t ructo r  cond i t ion  was  perce i ved  as  more  car ing  and  are  bet te r  l i ked

( i n s t ructo r  a f fec t )  than  the  s t ra ight  i n s t ructo r  cond i t ion .  Perhaps  s tudents

recogn ize  the  r i sks  i nvo l ved  when  i n s t ructo r s  di sc lose  they  are  gay .  Revea l ing

potent ia l l y  more  sens i t i ve  i n fo rmat ion  may  be  re la ted  to  percept ions  of  car ing

and  h igher  l i k ing .

 

      (Continues on page 5)

H1 :    Not  suppor ted .    We  found  no  s ign i f i cant  di f fe rences  on  overa l l  cred ib i l i t y

between  the  gay  i n s t ructo r  and  the  s t ra ight  i n s t ructo r  cond i t ions .  However ,  fo r

the  i nd i v idua l  dimens ion  of  goodwi l l /car ing  the  gay  i n s t ructo r  cond i t ion  was

ra ted  h igher  than  the  s t ra ight  i n s t ructo r .  No  s ign i f i cant  di f fe rences  ex i s ted  fo r

e i the r  competence  or  t rus twor th iness .

H2 :  Not  Suppor ted .    With  a  dataset  res t r i c ted  to  j u s t  those  par t i c ipants  who

v iewed  the  gay  teacher  cond i t ion ,  respondents  ra ted  the  i n s t ructo r  h igher  on

t rus twor th iness  than  competence .    Th i s  resu l t  was  i n  the  oppos i te  di rec t ion

f rom  the  pred ic t ion .

H3 :  Suppor ted .  Cred ib i l i t y  and  l ea rn ing ,  on  both  the  s ing le - i t em  measure  of

lea rn ing  and  the  measure  of  a f fec t i ve  l ea rn ing ,  were  pos i t i ve l y  cor re la ted .

H4 :  Not  Suppor ted .  There  was  no  di f fe rence  i n  perce i ved  l ea rn ing  between  the

gay  and  s t ra ight  i n s t ructo r  on  e i ther  the  s ing le  i t em  measure  of  l ea rn ing  or  the

a f fec t i ve  toward  the  c las s .    However ,  we  s tudents  ra ted  the  gay  i n s t ructo r

s ign i f i cant l y  h igher  than  the  s t ra ight  i n s t ructo r  i n  a f fec t  fo r  the  i n s t ructo r .

Our  F indings :

What  does  th is  mean  for  inst ructors?
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       When  compar ing  cred ib i l i t y  dimens ions  fo r  the  gay  i n s t ructo r  cond i t ion ,

s tudents  i n  our  s tudy  j udged  that  cond i t ion  as  s ign i f i cant l y  h igher  i n

perce i ved  characte r  ( t rus twor th iness )  than  competence ,  the  oppos i te  of  our

pred ic t ion .  As  noted ,  s tudents  may  perce i ve  teachers ’  examples  us ing  same -

sex  par tner s  as  r i sk ie r  than  teachers ’  examples  us ing  oppos i te  sex  par tner s .

The  i n s t ructo r s ’  i nherent  t rus t  i n  s tudents  to  revea l  sens i t i ve  i n fo rmat ion  may

have  i nvoked  rec ip roca l  t rus t  f rom  the  s tudents .  Al though  op in ions  of

competence  may  be  pos i t i ve l y  i n f luenced  by  re levant  se l f -di sc losure ,  t rus t

may  be  un ique ly  a f fec ted  when  the  di sc losure  i s  perce i ved  as  r i sky .    St i l l ,  we

acknowledge  that  respondents  were  se lec ted  purpose fu l l y  i n  a  di f fe rent

locat ion  (a  more  progress i ve  schoo l )  f rom  the  or ig ina l  s tudy  and  we  may  not

f ind  these  nu l l  resu l t s  i n  other  l ocat ions  across  the  Uni ted  Sta tes .  We  note

that  the  l ocat ion  fo r  our  rep l i ca t ion  was  a  west  coas t  un ive r s i t y  i n  a  h igh ly

progress i ve  area  of  the  Uni ted  Sta tes .  We  suspect  that  these  f ind ings  may  not

ho ld  t rue  fo r  i n s t ructo r s  who  teach  i n  other  l ocat ions  around  the  count ry  or

in  schoo l s  that  may  not  be  as  progress i ve .

 

 

 

      Mov ing  fo rward ,  we  would  l i ke  to  i nc lude  s tudent  percept ions  of

ins t ructo r s  f rom  a  wider  ar ray  of  gendered  perspect i ves  by  i nc lud ing

percept ions  of  both  gay  and  l e sb ian  di sc losures  on  s tudent  at t i tude .  

Al though  percept ions  of  gay  men  have  changed ,  we  do  not  know  i f  s tudents

perce i ve  gay  male  teachers  and  l e sb ian  teachers  i n  s imi la r  ways .  Our

unders tand ing  of  sexua l  or ienta t ion  and  gendered  ident i t y  i s  much  more

complex  than  near l y  two  decades  ago  and  war rants  resea rch  that  re f l ec t s

g reate r  va r ia t ions .  Addi t iona l l y ,  we  would  l i ke  to  i nc lude  s tudents  f rom  a

wider  va r ie ty  of  l ocat ions  and  represent ing  a  greate r  range  of  peop le .  Whi le

we  do  be l ieve  that  progress  has  been  made  fo r  gay  and  l e sb ian  teachers  i n

the  Uni ted  Sta tes ,  we  are  s l ight l y  more  caut ious  to  th ink  that  s imi la r  progress

has  been  made  fo r  co l lege  teachers  di sc los ing  the i r  sexua l i t y  to  the i r

s tudents .  That  sa id ,  we  do  be l ieve  that  these  f ind ings  may  prov ide  some  hope

fo r  LGBTQ  co l lege  i n s t ructo r s .

       About  the  authors :  Jus t in  P .  Boren  i s  an  Assoc ia te  Pro fesso r  i n  the

Depar tment  of  Communicat ion  at  Santa  Cla ra  Unive r s i t y .  Mary  B .  McPherson

i s  an  Assoc ia te  Pro fesso r  i n  the  Depar tment  of  Communicat ion  Stud ies  at

Ca l i fo rn ia  Sta te  Unive r s i t y  at  Long  Beach .  Th i s  essay  i s  based  on  the  ar t i c le :

 

Boren ,  J .  P . ,  &  McPherson ,  M .  B .  (2018 ) .  I s  coming  out  i n  the  c las s room  s t i l l  an

occupat iona l  hazard ?  A  rep l i ca t ion  of  Russ ,  S imonds ,  and  Hunt  (2002 ) .

Communicat ion  Stud ies ,  69 ,  242 -250 .

Where  do  we  go  f rom  here?
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African American Women’s Language Use in Response

to Male Partners’ Condom Negotiation Tactics

Scholarship Spotlight:

       Af r i can  Amer ican  women  are  at  di spropor t ionate  r i sk  of  cont rac t ing  sexua l l y

t ransmi t ted  i n fec t ions  (ST I s )  and  HIV ;  thus ,  condom  use  plays  a  cruc ia l  ro le  i n

the i r  sexua l  hea l th .  For  hete rosexua l  women ,  us ing  a  condom  requ i res  a  male

par tner ’ s  coopera t ion .  In  c i rcumstances  where  a  male  par tner  i s  ready  and

wi l l ing  to  use  a  condom ,  coopera t ion  i s  impl i c i t l y  present ;  otherwi se ,  condom

use  i s  of ten  a  po int  of  negot ia t ion .  Condom  negot ia t ion  i s  a  goa l -dr i ven

behav io r  a imed  to  ach ieve  a  sa fe r  sex  goa l .  One  way  to  s tudy  goa l -dr i ven

communicat i ve  behav io r  i s  to  examine  the  messages  produced  by

communicato r s  dur ing  i n te rac t ions  to  ach ieve  the i r  goa l s .  Spec i f i ca l l y ,  peop le

use  di f fe rent  pronouns  to  ach ieve  va r ious  goa l s  i n  i n te rper sona l  i n te rac t ions

( i .e . ,  us ing  I - l anguage  to  ach ieve  se l f -or iented  goa l s ,  you - l anguage  to  pursue

other -or iented  goa l s ,  and  we - l anguage  to  ach ieve  re la t iona l  goa l s ) .  When  they

do  not  asse r t  the i r  goa l s  or  are  uncer ta in  about  the i r  goa l s ,  they  may  use

hedg ing  l anguage  (e .g . ,  “maybe ” )  to  re f l ec t  the i r  l ack  of  commitment  or

uncer ta in ty .  Thus ,  we  a im  to  exp lo re  Af r i can  Amer ican  women ’ s  l anguage

cho ices  ( i .e . ,  I - ,  you - ,  we - l anguage ,  and  hedg ing )  when  they  have  the  goa l  of

conv inc ing  a  man  to  use  a  condom  dur ing  negot ia t ion  i n te rac t ions .  In  add i t ion ,

because  i nd i v idua l s  of ten  change  the i r  goa l s  dur ing  the  course  of  an

inte rac t ion  based  on  behav io r s  of  a  par tner ,  we  i nves t iga te  how  women  change

the i r  s t ra teg ic  use  of  l anguage  i n  react ion  to  the i r  par tner s ’  res i s tance  to

condom  use .  F ina l l y ,  pronoun  use  has  been  cons idered  an  impl i c i t  marker  of

par tner  co l labora t ion  that  has  hea l th  outcomes .  We  exp lo re  how  women ’ s

language  use  i n  response  to  men ’ s  negot ia t ion  tac t i c s  i s  assoc ia ted  with  the i r

se l f - repor ted  recent  condom  use .

 

 

 

       We  assessed  Af r i can  Amer ican  women ’ s  l anguage  use  dur ing  a  condom

negot ia t ion  ro le  play  with  a  confedera te  male  par tner .  We  rec ru i ted  193  Af r i can

Amer ican  women ,  between  18  and  24  year s  o ld ,  f rom  the  At lanta ,  Georg ia  area .

Confedera te  ro le -play  par tner s  (RPPs ;  N  =  10 )  were  Af r i can  Amer ican  male

acto r s ,  between  18  and  30  year s  o ld ,  who  were  s imi la r  i n  phys ica l  appearance

and  se lec ted  based  on  the i r  i n te rper sona l  sk i l l s .  Dur ing  the  ro le  play ,  RPPs ’

cons i s tent l y  at tempted  to  i n f luence  the  par t i c ipants  to  engage  i n  sexua l

in te rcourse  without  a  condom .  RPPs  were  t ra ined  to  ut i l i ze  th ree  tac t i c s  ( i .e . ,

at tack ,  seduct ion ,  and  i n fo rmat ion  seek ing )  a  min imum  of  two  t imes  fo r  each

par t i c ipant .  Af te r  prov id ing  i n fo rmed  consent ,  par t i c ipants  repor ted  the i r

condom  use  i n  the  pas t  90  days .  Then ,  they  were  randomly  ass igned  to  ro le  play

a  condom  negot ia t ion  scenar io .  RPPs  and  par t i c ipants  were  g iven  3  to  5

minutes  to  get  acqua inted .  Af te r  the  i n fo rmal  conver sa t ions ,  par t i c ipants  were

g iven  some  t ime  to  co l lec t  the i r  thoughts  about  how  to  conv ince  the  par tner s

to  use  a  condom .  Af te r  that ,  par t i c ipants  and  RPPs  conducted  the  ro le  play ,

which  genera l l y  l a s ted  5  to  7  minutes .

(Continues on page 7)

Method



       As  each  RPP  engaged  i n  at tack  (e .g . ,  “What  are  you  say ing ?  That  you  don ’ t

t rus t  me ? ” ) ,  seduct ion  (e .g . ,  “ I  want  to  f ee l  a l l  of  you ” ) ,  and  i n fo rmat ion  seek ing

(e .g . ,  “Why  do  you  want  to  use  a  condom ? ” )  a  min imum  of  two  t imes ,  coders  f i r s t

marked  the  f i r s t  two  t imes  the  RPP  used  these  tac t i c s .  Then ,  coders  coded  the

woman ’ s  f i r s t  ut te rance  i n  response  to  each  of  these  i n f luence  at tempts  to

assess  the  par t i c ipants ’  l anguage  cho ices .  Spec i f i ca l l y ,  women ’ s  l anguage  use

was  coded  as  I -  (e .g . ,  “ I  don ’ t  want  to  catch  an  ST I ” ) ,  you -  (e .g . ,  “You  sa id  you

d idn ’ t  want  me  to  get  pregnant ” ) ,  we -  (e .g . ,  “We  haven ’ t  been  dat ing  l ong

enough  fo r  us  to  t rus t  each  other  enough ” ) ,  and  hedg ing  l anguage  (e .g . ,

“probab ly ” ;  “wel l  you  know ” ) .  As  th ree  tac t i c s  were  used  tw ice  each ,  messages

were  coded  s i x  t imes  i n to  those  categor ies  fo r  each  i n te rac t ion .

       About  the  authors :  Yea -Wen  Chen  i s  an  Assoc ia te  Pro fesso r  i n  the  Schoo l  of  

Communicat ion  at  San  Diego  Sta te  Unive r s i t y .  Brand i  Lawless  i s  an  Assoc ia te  

Pro fesso r  i n  the  Depar tment  of  Communicat ion  Stud ies  at  the  Unive r s i t y  of  San  

Franc i sco .  Th i s  essay  i s  based  on  the  ar t i c le :  Chen ,  Y . -W . ,  &  Lawless ,  B .  (2018 ) .  

Reth ink ing  “di f f i cu l t ”  conver sa t ions  i n  communicat ion  i n s t ruct ion  f rom  an  

i n te rcu l tu ra l  l ens :  Pedagog ica l  s t ra teg ies  fo r  “SWAP -ping ”  the  communicat ion  

c las s room .  Communicat ion  Stud ies ,  69 (4 ) ,  372 -388 .  
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       Across  a l l  the  s i x  at tempts ,  women  used  I - l anguage  s ign i f i cant l y  more  than

you - l anguage ,  hedg ing  l anguage ,  and  we - l anguage .

 

Women  used  more  I - l anguage  i n  response  to  men ’ s  at tacks ,  more  you - l anguage

in  response  to  seduct ion  tac t i c s ,  and  both  I -  and  we - l anguage  i n  react ion  to

in fo rmat ion - seek ing  at tempts .

 

Women  who  engaged  i n  more  recent  condom  use  were  more  l i ke l y  to  use  you -

l anguage  i n  the  ro le  play .  When  RPPs  at tacked ,  women  who  used  more

condoms  were  more  l i ke l y  to  respond  with  you - l anguage  and  l e s s  l i ke l y  to

hedge .

Theoret ica l  Impl icat ions

       Fo l lowed  by  I - l anguage ,  women  were  most  l i ke l y  to  use  you - l anguage .  Given

that  peop le  of ten  reso r t  to  you - l anguage  that  re f l ec t s  a  blaming  accusato ry

o r ienta t ion  dur ing  di f f i cu l t  re la t iona l  di scuss ions ,  th i s  resu l t  shows  that ,

a l though  women  were  most  of ten  asse r t i ve  ( I - l anguage ) ,  they  a l so  took  a  more

aggress i ve  tone  (you - l anguage )  i n  asse r t ing  the i r  des i re  to  use  a  condom .

Moreover ,  resu l t s  showed  that  women  who  engaged  i n  more  condom  use  were

more  l i ke l y  to  use  you - l anguage  i n  the  ro le  play ,  sugges t ing  that  emphas iz ing

the  male  par tner ’ s  respons ib i l i t y  and  somet imes  blaming  the i r  l ack  of

respons ib i l i t y  may  be  r i sk  protect i ve .  In  add i t ion ,  a l though  I - l anguage  was  used

most  of ten  i n  response  to  male  par tner s ’  use  of  at tack ing  l anguage ,  women

who  used  more  condoms  were  more  l i ke l y  to  use  you - l anguage ,  and  l e s s  l i ke l y

to  hedge  when  male  par tner s  at tacked  them .  The  resu l t s  i nd ica te  that  women ’ s

ab i l i t y  to  s t ra teg ica l l y  respond  to  a  par tner ’ s  at tack  may  be  a  cr i t i ca l  sk i l l  that

i s  assoc ia ted  with  l e s s  sexua l  r i sk .

Resul ts



       Because  I - l anguage  demonst ra tes  asse r t i veness ,  you - l anguage  i s  r i sk

protect i ve ,  and  we - l anguage  shows  i nc lus i veness ,  sexua l  r i sk  reduct ion

in te rvent ions  can  ut i l i ze  these  wide ly  used  and  access ib le  persona l  pronouns  to

teach  women  how  to  i n tent iona l l y  and  appropr ia te l y  ask  ques t ions  about  the i r

pa r tner ’ s  sexua l  hea l th  (e .g . ,  “We  do  not  know  each  other  so  I  need  to  know

your  sexua l  h i s to ry  f i r s t ” ) ,  and  how  to  encourage  condom  use  (e .g . ,  “We  need  to

protect  ourse l ves ,  and  that ’ s  why  you  need  to  wear  a  condom ”  and  “ I f  I  want  to

use  a  condom ,  you  shou ld  wear  one ” ) .  In  add i t ion ,  the  ab i l i t y  to  be  sexua l l y

as se r t i ve  i n  response  to  a  par tner ’ s  at tack  can  be  par t i cu la r l y  r i sk  protect i ve .

Thus ,  fu tu re  i n te rvent ions  shou ld  a l so  teach  women  how  to  cope  with  a

par tner ’ s  potent ia l l y  aggress i ve  behav io r s ,  and  to  i ncorpora te  those  cop ing

mechan i sms  with  asse r t i veness  sk i l l s .  For  example ,  i n te rvent ions  can  he lp

women  genera te  sa fe r  sexua l  sc r ip t s  that  they  can  read i l y  use  (e .g . ,  when  a

par tner  ve rba l l y  at tacks ,  say  “We  l ove  each  other ”  f i r s t  [us ing  we - l anguage  to

de fuse  the  at tack ] ,  and  then  say  “ so  I  want  to  use  a  condom  and  you  shou ld

wear  one ”  [us ing  I -  and  you - l anguage  to  asse r t  condom  use  i n tent ions ] ) .
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Pract ica l  Impl icat ions
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What Does Postsocialism Provide for

Intercultural Communication in the #MeToo Era?

Scholarship Spotlight:

       At  a  moment  when  the  i n te rnat iona l  response  to  the  #MeToo  movement ,  the

r i se  of  g loba l  nat iona l i sm  and ,  cor respond ing ly ,  the  i nc reased  marg ina l i za t ion

o f  immigrants  and  re fugees  have  di rec ted  popula r  and  po l i t i ca l  at tent ion  to  the

leg i s la t ion  of  women ’ s  bodies  and  to  the i r  di f fe rence ,  we  l ook  at  how  the

boundar ies  of  women ’ s  persona l  and  cu l tu ra l  embodiment  were  ad jud ica ted

across  nat ions  and  cu l tu res  a f te r  the  Bosn ian  war .  The  Kunarac  t r i a l  at  the

Inte rnat iona l  Cr imina l  T r ibuna l  fo r  the  fo rmer  Yugos lav ia  ( ICTY )  was  the  f i r s t

t ime  rape  was  recogn ized  as  a  cr ime  aga ins t  humani ty  i n te rnat iona l l y ,  but  i t

a l so  combined  seve ra l  f i r s t s  of  par t i cu la r  i n te res t  to  communicat ion  scho la r s :  1 )

the  t r i a l  was  broadcas t  across  the  g lobe ,  2 )  the  t r ibuna l  i t se l f  was

mul t inat iona l ,  but  the  j u s t i ces  were  not  cu l tu ra l l y  representa t i ve  of  the  fo rmer

Yugos lav ia ,  and  thus  3 )  the  dete rminat ion  of  j u s t i ce  was  an  i n te rnat iona l  and

inte rcu l tu ra l  negot ia t ion  of  h i s to ry  and  embodiment .

 

       Globa l  cap i ta l  and  cap i ta l i sm  dr i ve  mult inat iona l ,  as  wel l  as  nat iona l  and

loca l  dete rminat ions  of  j u s t i ce .  Jud ic ia l  sy s tems  i n  most  nat ions  are  shaped  by

the  reve rbera t ing  l egac ies  of  co lon iza t ion  and  soc ia l i sm .  The  Cold  War  and  the

end  of  Eas te rn  European  soc ia l i sm  he lp  to  fo rm  our  i n te rper sona l ,  i n te rcu l tu ra l ,

and  i n te rnat iona l  exper iences  of  nat iona l  be long ing  i n  an  era  of  g loba l

pos t soc ia l i s t  cap i ta l i sm .  We  cons ider  post soc ia l i sm  to  be  a  g loba l  cond i t ion

that  i s  s t ructu red  th rough  the  mater ia l  and  symbol i c  equat ions  of  precar i t y  and

proper ty  ownersh ip  (Zenov ich ,  2016 ) ,  and  co inc ides  with  the  mani fes ta t ion  of

rac ia l i zed ,  sexua l i zed ,  and  gendered  h ie ra rch ies  i n  the  nat iona l  t rans i t ions  f rom

soc ia l i sm  to  l a te  cap i ta l i sm .  Post soc ia l i sm  argues  that  proper ty  i s  a  cons tant

th roughout  bodi l y  re la t ions  to  the  nat ion  across  the  wor ld ,  and  so  we  argue  fo r

i t s  added  cons idera t ion  to  postco lon ia l  theory  i n  ana lyz ing  and  enact ing

in te rcu l tu ra l  and  i n te rnat iona l  re la t ions  of / fo r  soc ia l  j u s t i ce .  Rela t ionsh ips

become  monet i zed  and  commodi f i ed  when  they  are  i n s t i tu t iona l i zed .  Us ing

concepts  of  (post soc ia l )  re la t iona l i t y  and  per fo rmat i v i t y ,  we  theor i ze  how  the

tempora l ,  cu l tu ra l ,  and  geograph ic  pos i t iona l i t i e s  of  women ’ s  exper iences  of

rape  can  cr i t ique  pat r i a rchy  and  g loba l  cap i ta l i sm .

 

       We  draw  on  excerpts  of  the  Kunarac  t r i a l :  one  i n  which  a  witness  g ives

tes t imony ,  another  i n  which  the  j udge  of fe r s  reason  fo r  the  dete rminat ion  of

rape  as  a  war  cr ime .  The  i n te rcu l tu ra l  communicat ion  of  cu l tu ra l  ident i t y  and

rape  i n  these  excerpts  i s  cont ingent  on  the  per fo rmance  of  embodiment  i n

re la t ion  to  power—  imper ia l ,  co lon ia l ,  pat r i a rcha l .  These  per fo rmances  of

embodiment ,  we  argue ,  are  impera t i ve  fo r  the  j udgement  to  be  rendered  and

ce lebra ted  as  soc ia l l y  j u s t  on  th i s  g loba l  s tage .  However ,  the  t r i a l  process  and

di scourse  obscures  post soc ia l i s t  h i s to r ie s  and  re la t ions ,  and  moreover ,  women ’ s

va lue  as  nat iona l  proper ty .  

(Continues on page 10)
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The  ru l ing  of  rape  a  cr ime  aga ins t  humani ty  prov ides  te l l ing  i n s ight  i n to  how

women ’ s  bodies  ente r  i n te r /cu l tu ra l  di scourse  to  seek  i n te rnat iona l  j u s t i ce .  We

shou ld  remain  cr i t i ca l  of  the  di scur s i ve  and  per fo rmat i ve  cond i t ions  that

enab led  th i s  j udgment ,  espec ia l l y  i n  re la t ion  to  our  cur rent  moment  and

th ink ing  about  the  fu tu re  of  #MeToo  i n  re la t ion  to  “ j u s t i ce . ”

 

       Fur thermore ,  we  might  ques t ion  how  su rv i vo r s  of  rape  can  have  the i r

exper iences  va l idated  i n  androcent r i c ,  neoco lon ia l ,  and  neo l ibe ra l  i n te rnat iona l

jud ic ia l  sy s tems .  Does  the  ru l ing  of  rape  as  a  cr ime  aga ins t  humani ty  i n  th i s

par t i cu la r  i n te rnat iona l  l ega l  c i rcumstance  have  any  rami f i ca t ions  fo r  the

everyday  enactment  of  rape  a l l  over  the  wor ld ?  How  does  #MeToo  or  the

ce lebra t ion  of  the  Kunarac  ru l ing  negot ia te  abo l i t ion i s t  po l i t i c s ?  The  Kunarac

ICTY  case  demonst ra tes  the  precar ious  re la t ionsh ip  women  su rv i vo r s  have  to

nar ra t ing  the i r  exper iences  as  the i r  own  and  not  as  the  proper ty  of  the  nat ion ,

cu l tu re ,  or  abuser s  who  reappropr ia te  i n f l i c ted  v io lence  as  the i r  own

devas ta t ion .

 

       The  focus  on  sensemak ing  i s  to  emphas ize  the  s ign i f i cance  of  contex t  i n

leadersh ip .  That  i s ,  di f fe rent  l eadersh ip  contex t s  requ i re  di f fe rent  sk i l l s  and

approaches .  Par t i cu la r l y  i n  such  contex t s  as  di scussed  above ,  the  sensemak ing

process  i s  use fu l  fo r  l abe l ing  organ iza t iona l  pre rogat i ves .  We  sought  to  draw

at tent ion  to  the  ro le  of  communicat ion  i n  br ing ing  di f fe rent  theore t i ca l

concepts  together  to  exp la in  complex  l eadersh ip  exper iences  of  Af r i can

s tudent  l eaders  i n  U .S .  un ive r s i t i e s .  We  argued  “ that  communicat ion  i s  the

l inchp in  that  connects  l eadersh ip  to  di scourse  with in  spec i f i c  po l i t i ca l ,  soc ia l ,

h i s to r i ca l ,  or  cu l tu ra l  contex t s  because  i t  prov ides  an  impor tant  resource  fo r

c reat i ve l y  nav igat ing  such  organ iza t ions . ”

 

The  Kunarac  case  shows  the  need  to  examine  the  f r aming  of  rape  with in  and

among  i n s t i tu t ions ,  cu l tu res ,  and  (gendered ,  sexua l i zed ,  raced )  bodies  and

spaces—as  each  i s  enacted  and  g iven  meaning  i n  re la t ion  to  the  other .  From

th i s  perspect i ve ,  communicat ion  i s  not  so le l y  a  matte r  of  i n s t i tu t iona l

ob jec t s / tex t s  ( l aws ,  media  content )  or  peop le  (perpet ra to r s ,  bys tanders ,  v ic t ims )

but  i s  how  we  make  sense  of  and  act  on  a l l  of  these  re la t iona l l y .  Our

communicat ion  about  rape ,  whether  v iewed  as  mediated ,  i n te rper sona l ,  or

ins t i tu t iona l  (among  other  modes  of  conveyance )  i s  a lways  a l so  cu l tu ra l .

Communicat ion  cons t i tu tes  our  unders tand ing  of  what  rape  does  and  shou ld

mean ,  yet  i t s  spec i f i c  characte r i s t i c s  of  v io lence ,  v io la t ion ,  and  pa in  make  i t

d i f f i cu l t  i f  not  imposs ib le  to  express  f rom  a  persona l  s tandpo int ,  much  l e s s  on  a

g loba l  s tage .  Th i s  di scur s i ve  s l ippage ,  fo r  rape  su rv i vo r s  of  a l l  genders ,  but

spec i f i ca l l y  i n  our  s tudy  i nvo l v ing  women ,  i s  not  acc identa l  but  i s  embedded  i n

in t imate  and  g loba l  re la t ions  of  power .

 

Sexua l  v io lence  aga ins t  women ,  i n  our  ar t i c le ,  was  a  communicat i ve  pract i ce

among  men .  The  Kunarac  case  put  the  dest ruct ion  of  proper ty  as  the  mascu l ine

nat ion  (as  per fo rmed  th rough /on  the  body  of  the  woman )  on  t r i a l .  Formed  to

de l i ve r  j u s t i ce  to  the  unc iv i l  Ba lkans ,  the  T r ibuna l  i n te rpe l l a ted  the  fo rmer

Yugos lav ia  i n to  the  g loba l  cap i ta l i s t  order  by  co lon iz ing  post soc ia l i s t  bodies

in to  the  cour t ’ s  j u r i sd ic t ion .  

(Continues on page 11)



       Rape ,  no  matte r  the  contex t  or  j ud ic ia l  weigh ing  of  consequences ,  i s  a lways

an  act  both  of  i n t imate  v io lence  and  a  re -member ing  of  ( i n te r )nat iona l  and

( i n te r )cu l tu ra l  power  re la t ions .  From  a  cr i t i ca l  i n te rcu l tu ra l  communicat ion

perspect i ve ,  we  act  co l lec t i ve l y  as  c i t i zens  th rough  our  i n te rac t ion  with  the

ins t i tu t iona l  ent i t i e s  and  soc ia l  ident i t y  categor ies  that  name  and  are  named  as

oppresso r /perpet ra to r  or  ta rget /v ic t im .  These  i n te rac t ions  show  gaps  i n

theor i z ing  and  l eg i s l a t ing  soc ia l  j u s t i ce ,  are  enactments  of  di scourse  and

embodiment  and ,  as  such ,  of fe r  the  poss ib i l i t y  of  change .  Post soc ia l i sm  of fe r s

an  impor tant  v iew  on  power  re la t ions  that  a l low  fo r  di f fe rent  mobi l i t i e s  toward

and  away  f rom  ownersh ip  of  bodies  and /as  cap i ta l .
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Hample (2017) Interpersonal Arguing

Book Review:
       Few  top ics  have  been  i n  as  di re  a  need  fo r  reassessment  and  unders tand ing

than  argumentat ion .  I t  seems  as  though  soc ie ty  has  fo rgot ten  the  rea l  benef i t s

o f  unders tand ing  both  s ides  of  every  s i tuat ion ,  where in  a  l e s son  can  be  l ea rned

by  tak ing  the  t ime  to  at  l eas t  hear  other  perspect i ves  that  ex i s t .  Moreover ,

sub jec t i ve  emot iona l  c la ims ,  vo id  of  sc ient i f i c  or  reasonab le  foot ing ,  have

a lmost  superseded  the  impor tance  of  a  l og ica l  foundat ion  i n  our  po l i t i ca l ,

persona l ,  and  soc ia l  l i ves .  So  how  do  we  argue  to  those  who  do  not  want  to

l i s ten ?  Where  do  we  s ta r t ?  I  would  recommend  Dale  Hample ’ s  In te rper sona l

Argu ing .

 

       Dale  Hample ’ s  In te rper sona l  Argu ing  of fe r s  an  i nc red ib l y  compel l ing  and

wel l - rounded  approach  to  unders tand ing  and  exp l i ca t ing  what  an  argument  i s

and  what  i t  i s  not ,  h igh l ight ing  the  i n te rna l  mechan i sms ,  resea rch  f ind ings ,

evo lu t ionary  t ra i t s ,  and  pract i ca l  app l i ca t ion  of  the  top ic .  Emot iona l

representa t ions  are  cas t  as ide  fo r  a  more  l og ica l  and  ob ject i ve  l ook  at

a rgumentat ion  as  a  shared  l ea rn ing  exper ience ,  a  too l  both  educato r s  and

pract i t ioner s  a l i ke  cou ld  benef i t  f rom .

 

     One  of  the  key  s t rengths  of  th i s  book  i s  i t s  at tent ion  to  deta i l  and

appl i cab i l i t y .  Researchers  i n  the  communicat ion  f i e ld  wi l l  apprec ia te  the

representa t ion  of  empi r i ca l  f ind ings ,  ana ly s i s ,  and  access  to  assoc ia ted

ins t rumentat ion .  In s t ructo r s  teach ing  courses  on  argumentat ion ,  or  coaches  fo r

un i ve r s i t y  fo rens ic s  teams ,  wi l l  f ind  use  of  the  chapte r s  on  f r aming ,  re la t iona l

d ia logues ,  and  the  h igh l ight ing  of  cu l tu re  th roughout .  Spec i f i ca l l y ,  th i s  book

does  a  wonder fu l  j ob  i n  at tempt ing  to  not  on ly  unders tand  the  fo rmula ic

nature  of  arguments  th roughout  h i s to ry  and  s i tuat ions ,  but  i t  of fe r s  broader

ins ight  i n to  the  myr iad  of  va r iab les  that  can  make  up  an  argument ,  prov id ing

spec i f i c  h i s to r i ca l  and  rea l  wor ld  examples  a long  the  way .

 

     I t  i s  ev ident  that  the  author  took  t ime  and  did  h i s  due  di l igence  to  make

th i s  readab le  f rom  cover  to  cover ,  or  to  use  chapte r s  piecemea l  as  suppor t i ve

tex t .  I  would  a l so  go  so  f a r  as  to  argue  that  a lmost  any  communicat ion  focused

course  cou ld  benef i t  f rom  at  l eas t  one  chapte r  i n  th i s  book .  Beyond  academics ,

th i s  book  would  be  use fu l  fo r  anyone  i n te res ted  i n  a l te rnat i ve  fo rms  of  di spute

reso lu t ion  (mediato r s ,  arb i t ra to r s ,  etc . ) ,  espec ia l l y  the  chapte r  l ook ing  at

a rgumentat ion  as  a  process  which  takes  a  more  pract i ca l  approach  to

d iagnos ing  and  assess ing  the  goa l s  and  needs  of  di sputants .  Law  s tudents  wi l l

a l so  f ind  use  of  near l y  every  chapte r  fo r  s imi la r  reasons .
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Lindemann (2018) Composing Research,

Communicating Results:

Book Review:

       Many  s tudents  l ea rn  how  to  wr i te  by  t r i a l  and  er ro r  th rough  f eedback  f rom

the i r  i n s t ructo r s .  Through  th i s  process  of  t r i a l  and  er ro r ,  s tudents  s lowly  get  a

c lea re r  and  c lea re r  idea  of  what  good  academic  wr i t ing  enta i l s .  Kur t  L indemann

essent ia l l y  takes  th i s  process  of  t r i a l  and  er ro r  based  on  i n s t ructo r  f eedback

and  puts  i t  i n to  an  easy  to  unders tand  book ,  l a y ing  out  s t ra teg ies  and  best

pract i ces  to  he lp  s tudents  nav igate  the  wr i t ing  process  fo r  va r ious  k inds  of

academic  wr i t ing .  L indemann  cas t s  a  pos i t i ve  l i ght  on  wr i t ing ,  por t ray ing  i t  as

someth ing  to  l ea rn  and  pract i ce ,  ra ther  than  as  someth ing  to  dread .  Often

over looked  i n  the  c las s room ,  wr i t ing  i s  an  essent ia l  component  to  s tudent

success  not  on ly  i n  the  c las s room  but  a l so  i n  s tudents ’  fu tu re  career s .

L indemann ’ s  book  meets  i n s t ructo r s  and  s tudents  where  they  are  at  by

address ing  the  gap  between  what  i n s t ructo r s  assume  s tudents  a l ready  know

about  wr i t ing  and  what  s tudents  actua l l y  know  about  wr i t ing  go ing  i n to  the

course .

 

       Compos ing  Research ,  Communicat ing  Resu l t s  can  eas i l y  supp lement  any

undergraduate  communicat ion  course  that  requ i res  a  resea rch  paper .  The

pre face  i nd ica tes  that  the  i n tended  aud ience  i s  upper - l eve l  undergraduates

and  maste r ’ s - l eve l  graduate  s tudents ;  however ,  par t s  of  the  tex t  are  a l so

appropr ia te  fo r  s tudents  i n  i n t roducto ry  courses .  Whi le  maste r ’ s - l eve l  s tudents

may  benef i t  f rom  the  chapte r  on  present ing  and  publ i sh ing ,  the  other  chapte r s

prov ide  i n fo rmat ion  that  i s  l i ke l y  too  genera l  fo r  most  maste r ’ s - l eve l  s tudents .

The  book  pr imar i l y  focuses  on  h igher -order  concerns  (e .g . ,  bra ins to rming  and

organ iza t ion ) ,  but  i t  a l so  prov ides  a  f ew  t ips  about  common  mistakes  made  i n

lower -order  concerns  (e .g . ,  grammar  and  s t y le ) .  A  f ew  examples  of  these  i nc lude

a l te rnat i ves  to  “accord ing  to ”  when  i n t roduc ing  tex t s ,  c la r i t y ,  word  cho ice ,  and

sub jec t -ve rb  agreement .

 

Each  of  the  tex t ’ s  e ight  chapte r s ’  address  e i ther  an  aspect  of  the  wr i t ing

process  or  a  spec i f i c  t ype  of  paper ;  the  f i r s t  chapte r  i n t roduces  the  book  and  i s

fo l lowed  by  chapte r s  on  bra ins to rming ,  making  arguments ,  s t y le  and  fo rmat ,

wr i t ing  a  l i t e ra tu re  rev iew ,  app l i ca t ion  and  react ion  papers ,  wr i t ing  empi r i ca l

resea rch  papers ,  and  present ing  and  publ i sh ing .  The  chapte r s  of fe r  exerc i ses  to

pract i ce  the  t ips  prov ided  with in  the  chapte r ,  bu i ld ing  blocks  that  he lp  break

up  wr i t ing  the  paper  i n to  manageab le  chunks ,  s tudent  examples  of  cer ta in

techn iques ,  and  he lp fu l  sugges t ions  fo r  fu r ther  read ing .  The  chapte r s

address ing  spec i f i c  t ypes  of  papers  prov ide  a  genera l  overv iew  of  the  funct ion

o f  each  t ype  of  paper  and  prov ide  s t ra teg ies  to  s ta r t  wr i t ing  and  organ iz ing

that  t ype  of  ass ignment .  

(Continues on page 14)

Writing the Communication Research Paper



PAGE 14

The  chapte r s  address ing  spec i f i c  t ypes  of  papers  prov ide  a  genera l  overv iew  of

the  funct ion  of  each  t ype  of  paper  and  prov ide  s t ra teg ies  to  s ta r t  wr i t ing  and

organ iz ing  that  t ype  of  ass ignment .  The  chapte r s  address ing  spec i f i c  par t s  of

the  wr i t ing  process  are  he lp fu l  and  prov ide  c lea r ,  deta i l ed  exp lanat ions  of  how

tak ing  the  t ime  to  do  each  par t  of  the  wr i t ing  process  wel l  wi l l  resu l t  i n  a

h igher  qua l i t y  paper .  L indemann  emphas izes  the  idea  that  the re  i s  not  a  s ing le

cor rec t  way  to  wr i te  by  prov id ing  mult ip le  s t ra teg ies  and  examples  fo r  each

s tage .  For  example ,  the  bra ins to rming  chapte r  overv iews  seve ra l  di f fe rent  ways

to  go  about  bra ins to rming  (e .g . ,  idea  mapping ,  f reewr i t ing ,  j ou rna l ing ,  f i l l  i n  the

b lanks ,  abs t rac t s ,  and  e levato r  speeches ) .  Fur ther ,  L indemann  not  on ly

desc r ibes  what  s tudents  shou ld  do ;  he  a l so  desc r ibes  why  the  concepts  he

addresses  are  impor tant .  Th i s  i s  par t i cu la r l y  apparent  i n  the  concept  of

aud ience  cons idera t ion  and  i n  the  chapte r  on  making  arguments  and  prov id ing

suppor t .  Because  ed i t ing  and  rev i s ing  are  a l so  impor tant  par t s  of  the  wr i t ing

process ,  I  would  have  l i ked  to  see  a  chapte r  on  s t ra teg ies  to  he lp  s tudents  with

th i s  too .  L indemann  does  of fe r  br ie f  sugges t ions  fo r  do ing  th i s ,  but  s ince  many

s tudents  s t rugg le  to  ed i t  and  rev i se  the i r  papers ,  a  chapte r  ded icated  to  th i s

cou ld  be  a  good  add i t ion  to  the  tex t .

 

       Of  course ,  exce l lent  wr i t ing  takes  t ime ,  pract i ce ,  and  pat ience .  I t  a l so  takes

a  cer ta in  l eve l  of  sk i l l  and  knowledge  of  what  i s  acceptab le  and  unacceptab le

fo r  cer ta in  t ypes  of  wr i t ing  and  wr i t ing  ass ignments .  L indemann  does  an

exce l lent  j ob  out l in ing  the  di f fe rent  k inds  of  wr i t ing  s tudents  are  l i ke l y  to

encounte r  and  exp la in ing  the  processes  th rough  which  s tudents  wi l l  ach ieve

success  i n  that  t ype  of  wr i t ing .  Overa l l ,  I  recommend  i nc lud ing  th i s  as  a

supplementa l  tex t  and  ass ign ing  chapte r s  based  on  the  t ypes  of  ass ignments  i n

the  course .
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