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ENG 8904         Harvey J. Graff 
Spring 2013 DE419        Denney 546 
Tues., 4:10-7:25 pm        614-292-5838 
Office hrs.: Tues. 2:45-3:45       graff.40@osu.edu 
 & by appointment 
 

ENG  8904 Writing for Publication 
 

The Course* 
 
Writing for Publication is a workshop-based seminar designed for advanced graduate students to 
enhance their professional profiles—and to continue to develop their writing skills—by revising 
a piece of their scholarship toward publication in an academic journal. 
 
Writing for Publication was developed in recognition of the fact that students in all fields of 
advanced English studies are now expected to learn how to research and write essays of 
publishable quality as part of their graduate education.  Increasingly, departmental hiring 
committees at both research- and teaching-oriented institutions assign their highest rankings to 
job candidates who have either published or at least attempting to publish their work in reputable 
scholarly journals before graduation.   
 
This seminar is designed to help students understand the processes of developing a piece of 
scholarship/research for publication. We will explore this topic through readings about 
publishing as a complex of professional practices, that include historical, cultural, and 
ideological structures and expectations. We will also practice the practices. Your charge is to 
bring to the course a piece of written work that you would like to develop for submission to an 
appropriate journal. This can be a paper you have written for a course, a conference paper, or a 
piece of your dissertation.  

This course assumes that you will spend a considerable amount of time outside of class working 
on drafts of your paper. You will begin by getting formal advice on your paper from a faculty 
advisor in your own subfield. Your paper, as you develop it, will also have two in-class  
workshop reviews. During each these reviews, you will present a draft for the critical but 
constructive response of your peers. You will also submit a final revision of your paper  to the 
instructor at the end of the course. The course provides a rare opportunity, serious time to focus 
your attention and energy on one piece of scholarly writing.  
 
 
Goals/Objectives 
 
This seminar has several primary objectives: 1) to introduce students to the processes of writing 
and revising for publication in academic journals; 2) to help students develop a particular project 
they have already begun in another class or in their dissertations into an essay of publishable 
quality.  Given that objective, the seminar requires that students arrive with a suitable essay 
project and work-in-progress already in hand. 
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More specifically, the major course objectives include: 

• To help students understand the complex professional context that supports, sustains, and 
shapes the practices of scholarly publication. 

• To provide students with an extended amount of time to focus on revising a paper for 
publication. This is a luxury that you seldom get even in semesters, let alone in 10 week quarters.  
 
• To give seminar participants feedback from informed reviewers who are committed to being 
brutally frank and generously constructive, in order to help fellow students succeed.  
 
 
Mapping the process for work in this course and conducting the course:  
Course structure and requirements 
 
The primary structure of the seminar is a workshop for student essays in progress, where students 
share their work and receive feedback from the group.  The instructor will also meet with class 
members.  As needed, class members are encouraged to read a guide to academic writing such as 
They Say/ I Say: The Moves That Matter in Academic Writing by Gerald Graff and Cathy 
Birkenstein or Joseph M. Williams and Gregory G. Colomb, Style: Ten Lessons in Clarity and 
Grace. (See bibliography) 

 
In addition, students will read and discuss a small number of “model” published essays written 
by members of the department.  The authors of these works will come to the seminar to discuss 
their research, writing, and revision processes in concrete and practical terms.    

Class readings are designed to help you understand some of the cultural, social, and ideological 
contexts that shape (and are shaped by) scholarly publishing as a professional activity. When you 
write with the goal of publication, especially at the beginning of your career, you encounter a 
maze. This seminar aims to help you find your way(s) through it. Why does everyone make such 
a big deal about writing for publication in the academic world of English Departments? Why is it 
so hard to publish--or is it? What constitutes a publishable piece of work? What kind of 
publication expectations can I anticipate on the job market? 
 
 
Requirements 

Attendance: Missing more than 2-3 classes, without acceptable excuse, will result in lowering 
of your grade.  

Preparation and Participation: Preparing for class meetings will typically require reading 
about academic writing and publishing text but most often drafts of class members’ article. In-
class activities will include discussion of readings, sessions with journal editors and other 
faculty, and workshop review sessions during which you will participate in a critical review with 
constructive suggestions (with half the class preparing written reviewers' notes on the week’s 
article drafts).  
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Students will be asked to complete a short research project on appropriate scholarly journals in 
their major fields of study and to write a brief self-assessment of their work and progress at the 
end of the semester. 

You will have two workshop reviews of your work, with half the class members submitting their 
written feedback to you each time. You will email all class members and the instructor a copy of 
your article at least 3 full days before your scheduled review. 

Feedback for workshop review authors: We will divide the class into two groups (the Robins 
and the Blackbirds). Rotating from week to week, on each workshop review day, one of these 
groups will provide written feedback. All class members will read every paper and be prepared to 
provide constructive oral comments and suggestions for authors during the discussion. The 
designated group will be responsible for reading and providing written feedback on everyone's 
draft--either as notes on the text or in a separate document. You will give one copy of your 
revision notes to the author and one to the instructor. Your feedback comments will be graded S 
or U on the quality of the thoughtful response and specific suggestions for improvement that they 
provide the paper's author. 

At the end of this course, you will be responsible for submitting a final copy of your article that 
is substantially different from the draft you submitted for the 2nd workshop review.  

You will also be responsible for submitting a cover letter for your submission, addressed to the 
journal editor of the publication you are targeting.  

Your work for the course will be graded S or U depending on the effort you have put into 
improving and completing your draft. 
 
 
Assignments 
 
 By Week 1-2 

 Intention/goals for semester work:  
survey written work while in the graduate program; identify paper to 
revise: one paragraph to one page rationale 

 Name of research paper advisor 
 

By Week 3 
 Survey the field; locate your work; use essay reviews, surveys of 

research—new or old, state of the field essays and overviews in order to 
locate/place your subject, approach, arguments or interpretation in 
relationship to recent and ongoing scholarship in the field: 1-2 pages 

 Identifying journals: Identify & evaluate potential journals; Questions to 
ask? 

 Meet with research paper advisor 
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By Week 4 
 Revision plan 

 
By Week 6 

 Draft abstract 
 Review and revise introduction & organization of paper 

with respect to selected journal and more generally 
 

Weeks 4-7 and 9-12 
 Peer review/workshop sessions 2 times per article draft. 
 Prepare oral and written constructive critical comments (1-2 pages)  

for one-half of the article drafts submitted for review 
 

 Revise drafts for two workshop sessions, incorporating criticism and 
suggestions, including attention to  
introduction 
structure & organization 
style, argument, or language 
 

Week 14 
 Turn in final revised draft, 
 draft letter of submission, and 
 self-evaluation of progress  
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Other information 
 
 
Turning in assignments 
All work that is turned in for evaluation or grading should be typed, double-spaced unless single-
space specified, with margins of 1-1 ½ inches on all sides; printed in 12 point font, in a legible 
type face. No need for covers or folders. Be sure that your printer ribbon or toner allows you to 
produce clear copies. Follow page or word limits and meet deadlines. Follow any specific 
assignment requirements (formatting or endnotes or bibliography, for example). Use footnotes 
and endnotes as necessary and use them appropriately according to the style guide of your basic 
field. Your writing should be gender neutral as well as clear and to the point. If you have a 
problem, see me, if at all possible, in advance of due dates. Unacceptable work will be returned, 
ungraded, to you. There will be penalties for work submitted late without excuse. 
 
Preparing Essays. When you turn in your workshop and final versions of your essays, please 1) 
type or word process your essay in a readable, 12 point font, 2) double-space all of your text, 
including block quotations, and provide one-inch margins, 3) place your full name on the first 
page and your last name at the top of every page, 4) number your pages after page one, 5) title 
your essay, 6) follow MLA style guidelines for parenthetical citations, endnotes, and works 
cited, and 7) edit and proofread your work before submission. 
 
Style books. If you feel the need for a guide for academic writing, consider those in the 
bibliography 
 
Civility 
Mutual respect and cooperation, during the time we spend together each week and the time you 
work on group assignments, are the basis for successful conduct of this course. The class is a 
learning community that depends on respect, cooperation, and communication among all of us. 
This includes coming to class on time, prepared for each day’s work: reading and assignments 
complete, focusing on primary classroom activity, and participating. It also includes polite and 
respectful expression of agreement or disagreement—with support for your point of view and 
arguments--with other students and with the professor. It does not include arriving late or 
leaving early, or behavior or talking that distracts other students. Please turn off all telephones, 
beepers, electronic devices, etc.  
 
Academic Honesty 
Scholastic honesty is expected and required. It is a major part of university life, and contributes to the 
value of your university degree. All work submitted for this class must be your own. Copying or 
representing the work of anyone else (in print or from another student) is plagiarism and cheating. This 
includes the unacknowledged word for word use and/or paraphrasing of another person’s work, and/or the 
inappropriate unacknowledged use of another person’s ideas. This is unacceptable in this class and also 
prohibited by the University. All cases of suspected plagiarism, in accordance with university rules, may 
be reported to the Committee on Academic Misconduct. For information on plagiarism, see 
http://cstw.osu.edu/ especially http://cstw.osu.edu/writing_center/handouts/index.htm. 
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Writing Center 
All members of the OSU community are invited to discuss their writing with a trained consultant 
at the Writing Center. The Center offers the following free services: Help with any assignment; 
One-to-one tutorials; one-to-one online tutorials via an Internet Messenger-like system (no ads or 
downloads); online appointment scheduling. Visit www.cstw.org or call 688-4291 to make an 
appointment. 
 
Disabilities Services 
The Office for Disability Services, located in Pomerene Hall, offers services for students with 
documented disabilities. Contact the ODS at 2-3307 
 
Class cancellation 
In the unlikely event of class cancellation due to emergency, I will contact you via email and 
request that a note on department letterhead be placed on the classroom door. In addition, I will 
contact you as soon as possible following the cancellation to let you know what will be expected 
of you for our next class meeting. 
 
 
*I want to acknowledge the guidance generously provided by my predecessors in teaching this 
course: Jim Phelan, Chad Allen, and Cindy Selfe 
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Class Schedule 
 
Tues 
Jan. 8  Week 1 Introduction 
 Read 

David Lodge, Small World (Penguin 1995) 
 
Jan. 15  Week 2 Discussion 

Life, work, writing, and publishing 
    Profession(s) and publishing in the Humanities: jobs, publishing, 

Careers 
 

   Faculty journal editors: the many dimensions of 
scholarly publishing 
Chris Highley, Literature and History 
Jim Phelan, Narrative  
Cindy Selfe, Computers and Composition 
Judy Wu, Frontiers: A Journal of Women’s Studies 

     
 Read  

Anthony T. Grafton and Jim Grossman, “No More Plan B: A Very Modest Proposal for 
Graduate Programs in History,” American Historical Association, Perspectives in 
History, Oct., 2011, and comments 

http://www.historians.org/perspectives/issues/2011/1110/1110pre1.cfm 
 

Optional/Select 
 MLA Taskforce on Evaluating Scholarship for Tenure and Promotion (Dec. 2006). 

“Report of the MLA Taskforce on Evaluating Scholarship for Tenure and 
Promotion” MLA 
www.mla.org/tenure_promotion_pdf 

 “Department Guidelines for Promotion and Tenure” (June 2004). Department of English, 
Loyola University  http://www.luc.edu/english/tenure.shtml (esp. sections on 
“scholarship”) 

 “Faculty Appointments, Promotion, and Tenure: Criteria and Procedures” (2007). 
Department of English, The Ohio State University. (esp. sections on 
“scholarship”) 
English: http://oaa.osu.edu/assets/files/documents/English-APT.pdf 
for other departments: http://oaa.osu.edu/governance.html 

John M. Ulrich (2007). “Tenure, Promotion, and Textual Scholarship at the Teaching 
Institution,” Profession 2007, 116-122 
 

 Carnegie Foundation reports on the Ph.D. [see below] 
  

Regarding jobs, etc., see recent issues of Profession (MLA); American Historical  
  Association Perspectives; Chronicle of Higher Education; Inside Higher 
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Education 
 
 
Jan. 22  Week 3 Discussion continued 

 Graduate student publishing 
    Scholarly writing/publishing as social, collective 
    Articles, journals, audiences, etc. 
    Style and other guides 
 
    Faculty journal editors (cont’d) 

Chad Allen, SAIL: Studies in American Indian Literatures 
Brenda Brueggemann, Disability Studies Quarterly 
Hannibal Hamlin, Reformation  
Clare Simmons, Prose Studies 

 
Read   
Allan H. Pasco, “Should Graduate Students Publish?” Journal of Scholarly Publishing, 

Volume 40, Number 3, April 2009, pp. 231-240. 
Michael Ruse, “Dissertations vs. Journal Articles for Grad Students,” Chronicle of 

Higher Education, Oct. 5, 2011 
American Historical Association, “Publishing,” in Graduate School from Start to Finish 
 http://www.historians.org/perspectives/issues/2002/0205/index.cfm 
Christopher Tomlins, “Your Name in this Space: The Mysteries of Scholarly Publishing,” 
 AHA Perspectives, May 2002

 http://www.historians.org/perspectives/issues/2002/0205/0205pub2.cfm 
Beth Luey, Ch. 2 “Journal Articles” and Ch. 3 “Revising a Dissertation,” Handbook for 

Academic Authors, 5th ed. Cambridge UP, 2010, 9-32 and 33-44 
Wendy Laura Belcher, “Reflections on Ten Years of Teaching Writing for Publication to 

Graduate Students and Junior Faculty,” Journal of Scholarly Publishing, Jan., 
2009, 184-200 

 
 Optional/Select 
 Publishing “Crisis”  tip of the iceberg (optional) 

Profession 2004 (MLA Publications), “Publishing and Tenure Crises Forum,” 6-41 
Profession 2005 (MLA Publications), “Responses to the 2004 Publishing and Tenure 

Crises Forum,” 47-63 
Carlos J. Alonso, Cathy N. Davidson, John M. Unsworth, and Lynne Withey (2003)  

“Crises and Opportunities: The Futures of Scholarly Publishing,” American 
Council of Learned Societies No. 57 
www.acls.org/uploadedFiles/.../OP/57_Crises_and_Opportunities.pdf  

 
 
Workshop Review Sessions--2 rounds per participant,  2-3 presentations per week 
  
Jan. 29  Week 4 Group 1, Round 1 1, 1 Robins 
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Feb. 5  Week 5  Group 2, Round 1 2, 1 Blackbirds 
 
Feb. 12 Week 6  Group 3, Round 1 3, 1 Robins 
 
Feb. 19 Week 7  Group 4, Round 1 4, 1 Blackbirds 
 
Feb. 26 Week 8  Tales of revision. Stories of Submissions, Revisions, and 

Publications: Faculty & Graduate Student Experiences 
 

 *Sandra MacPherson, “Rent to Own: Or, What’s Entailed in Pride and Prejudice,” 
Representations 82 (Spring 2003), 1-23  

*Annie Mendenhall, "Joseph V. Denney, the Land-Grant Mission, and Rhetorical 
Education at Ohio State: An Institutional History," College English, 74, 2 (2011), 
131-156 

*Ryan Friedman, “‘Between Absorption and Extinction’: Charles Chesnutt and 
Biopolitical Racism,” Arizona Quarterly 63,4 (Winter 2007), 39-62  

 
 Additional Reading 

Heather Murray, “Equal, That Is, to the Field Itself: Stylistic Mimesis in Critical 
Writing,” ESC 32, 2-3 (June/September, 2006). 4-8 

Jim Phelan, “On Reconstructing Critical Arguments” 

 
Mar. 5  Week 9  Group 1, Round 2 1, 2 Robins 
 
Mar 12 Spring Break 
 
Mar. 19 Week 10  Group 2, Round 2 2, 2 Blackbirds 
 
Mar. 26 Week 11  Group 3, Round 2 3, 2 Robins 
 
Apr. 2  Week 12  Group 4, Round 2 4, 2 Blackbirds 
 
Apr. 9  Week 13  Revising time 
 
Apr. 16 Week 14 Final drafts and final thoughts 
    Potluck dinner at Graff’s house 
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Selected readings and bibliography 
 
! Ordered for bookstores 
* Carmen 
+ Reserve 
 

!+David Lodge, Small World (Penguin 1995) 
 

*Anthony T. Grafton and Jim Grossman, “No More Plan B: A Very Modest Proposal for 
Graduate Programs in History,” American Historical Association, Perspectives in 
History, Oct., 2011 
http://www.historians.org/perspectives/issues/2011/1110/1110pre1.cfm 
and comments 

 
*Allan H. Pasco, “Should Graduate Students Publish?” Journal of Scholarly Publishing, 
Volume 40, Number 3, April 2009, pp. 231-240 

 
*Michael Ruse, “Dissertations vs. Journal Articles for Grad Students,” Chronicle of 
Higher Education, Oct. 5, 2011 

  
 
*American Historical Association, “Publishing,” in Graduate School from Start to Finish 

 http://www.historians.org/perspectives/issues/2002/0205/index.cfm 
*Christopher Tomlins, “Your Name in this Space: The Mysteries of Scholarly 
 Publishing,” AHA Perspectives, May 202

 http://www.historians.org/perspectives/issues/2002/0205/0205pub2.cfm 
 

*+Beth Luey, Ch. 2 “Journal Articles” and Ch. 3 “Revising a Dissertation,” Handbook 
for Academic Authors, 5th ed. Cambridge UP, 2010, 9-32 and 33-44 

 
*Wendy Laura Belcher, “Reflections on Ten Years of Teaching Writing for Publication 
to Graduate Students and Junior Faculty,” Journal of Scholarly Publishing, Jan., 2009, 
184-200 

 
#Heather Murray, “Equal, That Is, to the Field Itself: Stylistic Mimesis in Critical 
Writing,” ESC 32, 2-3 (June/September, 2006). 4-8 

 
 

+Belcher, Wendy Laura (2009-02-13). Writing Your Journal Article in Twelve Weeks: A 
Guide to Academic Publishing Success. Sage Publications, Inc. 

 
Jobs, Tenure, Promotion (optional) 
 
 *MLA Taskforce on Evaluating Scholarship for Tenure and Promotion (Dec. 2006). 
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*Report of the MLA Taskforce on Evaluating Scholarship for Tenure and Promotion” 
MLA   www.mla.org/tenure_promotion_pdf 

 
 *“Department Guidelines for Promotion and Tenure” (June 2004). Department of 

English, Loyola University  http://www.luc.edu/english/tenure.shtml (esp. sections on 
“scholarship”) 

 
 *“Faculty Appointments, Promotion, and Tenure: Criteria and Procedures” (2007). 

Department of English, The Ohio State University. (esp. sections on “scholarship”) 
English: http://oaa.osu.edu/assets/files/documents/English-APT.pdf 
for other departments: http://oaa.osu.edu/governance.html 

 
*John M. Ulrich (2007). “Tenure, Promotion, and Textual Scholarship at the Teaching 
Institution,” Profession 2007, 116-122 

 
 Regarding jobs, etc., see recent issues of Profession (MLA); American Historical  
 Association Perspectives; Chronicle of Higher Education; Inside Higher 

Education 
 
 
Publishing “Crisis”  tip of the iceberg (optional) 
 

*Profession 2004 (MLA Publications), “Publishing and Tenure Crises Forum,” 6-41 
 
*Profession 2005 (MLA Publications), “Responses to the 2004 Publishing and Tenure 
Crises Forum,” 47-63 

 
*Carlos J. Alonso, Cathy N. Davidson, John M. Unsworth, and Lynne Withey (2003)  
“Crises and Opportunities: The Futures of Scholarly Publishing,” American Council of 
Learned Societies No. 57  
www.acls.org/uploadedFiles/.../OP/57_Crises_and_Opportunities.pdf  

 
+Walter W. Powell, Getting into Print: The Decision-Making Process in Scholarly 
Publishing. University. of Chicago Press, 1985 

 
 
On style & argument:  (optional) 
 

!+Joseph M. Williams and Gregory G. Colomb, Style: Ten Lessons in Clarity and 
Grace. 10th ed. Longman, 2010 
 
!+Gerald Graff, Cathy Birkenstein, and Russell Durst, “They Say/I Say”: The Moves that 
Matter in Academic Writing. 2nd ed. Norton, 2011  
 
*Jim Phelan, “On Reconstructing Critical Arguments” 

*James Phelan, “On Teaching Critical Arguments: A Matrix of Understanding,” 
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Pedagogy: Critical Approaches to Teaching Literature, Language, Composition, and 
Culture, 1, 3 (2001), 527-537 

  
*_____, “Voice, He Wrote.” Narrative, 13 (2005), 1-9. 

 
 
Revising 
 

*Ryan Friedman, “‘Between Absorption and Extinction’: Charles Chesnutt and 
Biopolitical Racism,” Arizona Quarterly 63, 4 (Winter 2007), 39-62  

 
 *Sandra MacPherson, “Rent to Own: Or, What’s Entailed in Pride and Prejudice,” 

Representations 82 (Spring 2003), 1-23  
 
 *Annie Mendenhall, "Joseph V. Denney, the Land-Grant Mission, and Rhetorical 

Education at Ohio State: An Institutional History," College English, 74, 2 (2011), 131-
156 

 
 
Others 
  

+Chris W Golde and George E. Walker, eds., Envisioning the Future of Doctoral  
Education. Carnegie Essays on the Doctorate. Jossey-Bass, 2006 
 
+George E. Walker, Chris M. Golde, Laura Jones, Andrea Conklin Bueschel, and Pat 
Hutchings, The Formation of Scholars: Rethinking Doctoral Education for the 
Twenty-First Century. Carnegie Foundation for the Twenty-First Century. Jossey-Bass, 
2008 

 
 
 More on publishing 
 

+Belcher, Wendy Laura (2009-02-13). Writing Your Journal Article in Twelve Weeks: A 
Guide to Academic Publishing Success. Sage Publications, 2009 
 

*William H. Guilford, “Teaching Peer Review and the Process of Scientific Writing,”  
Advances in Physiology Education, 25 (2001), 167-175 
 

*Kathleen Kendall-Tackett, “Writing for Publication: An Essential Skill for Graduate  
Students with Disabilities,” American Psychological Association, Committee on 
Disability Issues in Psychology http://www.apa.org/pi/disability/resources/writing.aspx 
 
*Robert Nolan and Tonette Rocco, “Teaching Graduate Students in the Social Sciences 
Writing for Publication,” International Journal of Teaching and Learning in Higher 
Education, 20 (2009), 267-273 
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*Susan J. Rippenberger, “Pluralizing Professional Scholarship: Graduate Students and 
the Art of Writing for Publication,” College and University, 74 (1998), 2-5 

 
 +John Swales, Academic Writing for Graduate Students, 2nd ed. Ann Arbor: University of  
 Michigan Press/Essential Tasks and Skills, 2004  

*Rose Weitz, “Teaching Writing for Publication,” Teaching Sociology, 19 (1991),  
414-417 

 
Revision 

*Annie Mendenhall, "Joseph V. Denney, the Land-Grant Mission, and Rhetorical 
Education at Ohio State: An Institutional History," College English,  74, 2 (2011), 131-
156. 
 

 *Sandra MacPherson, “Rent to Own: Or, What’s Entailed in Pride and Prejudice,” 
Representations 82 (Spring 2003), 1-23 
  
*Ryan Friedman, “‘Between Absorption and Extinction’: Charles Chesnutt and 
Biopolitical Racism,” Arizona Quarterly 63.4 [Winter 2007), 39-62  

 
Heather Murray, “Equal, That Is, to the Field Itself: Stylistic Mimesis in Critical 
Writing,” ESC 32, 2-3 (June/September, 2006). 4-8 
 
Jim Phelan, “On Reconstructing Critical Arguments” 
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Assignments detailed 
 
Due Weeks 1-2 
 
Intention/goals for semester work:  
Survey your written work while in the graduate program; identify a paper to revise.  
Write a one paragraph to one page rationale. Include a statement of your understanding of your 
essay-in-progress as you conceive of it now. and where you are in the process of moving the 
draft toward a version that you think is worth submitting to a journal. Distribute this statement to 
all seminar participants and the instructor. 
 
Submit the name of your research paper advisor to the instructor after you get their agreement 
to assist you. 
Identify a faculty member in your subfield who is willing to read your article and give you 
advice about revising it for publication. With this help, you will develop a revision plan for the 
paper. 

_______ 
 
Due Weeks 3-4 
 
Meet with research paper advisor to discuss both possible places for publication and revision of 
the current draft. Provide them with a copy in advance of your meeting. 
 
Survey the field or subfield to which you see your paper contributing and locate your work; use 
essay reviews, surveys of recent research, stock-taking and state-of-the art essays—new or old-- 
and overviews in order to locate/place your subject, approach, arguments or interpretation in 
relationship to recent and ongoing scholarship in the field: 1-2 pages. Distribute to all seminar 
participants and the instructor. 
 
Identify and evaluate journals as sites of potential publication, Questions to ask? 
Write a 5 page critical review/appreciation of the primary scholarly journals in your major field 
of study (or the primary scholarly journals relevant to your writing project for this course).  
However many journals you initially survey, focus your attention on no more than 4 or 5, 
including at least one or two that are considered to be among the “leading” journals and one or 
two that are considered “strong” journals in the field.  In other words, make sure you look at both 
“first tier” and “second tier” journals (you may need to consult with faculty in your field to 
determine these rankings).   

The goal of this activity is to get to know the journal for which you are writing. What is its 
purpose and focus?  Who writes for it?  What professional conversations are raised in its pages?  
Where does your article fit in this conversation? How many and what types of articles do these 
journals publish each issue and each year?  Of what length?  What are the journals’ editorial 
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standards and practices?  What trends do you notice in terms of article topics, approaches, style, 
and so forth?  And which of these journals seems most appropriate as a venue for your current 
project?  Why? 

Identify the journal you are targeting for your article. Choose one in which you have a realistic 
chance of placing a publication.  See if you can find the acceptance rate for articles (sometimes 
this is not given). 

To research the target journals:  

•  Read the last three years of the journal you are targeting. 
•   Photocopy the editorial/focus/mission statement of the journal, as well as any Special Issue 

Announcements or any CFPs potentially pertaining to your article. Highlight language that 
seems to refer most specifically to the article you are writing. 

• Photocopy the submission process. 
•   List the authors who have published in the journal, their academic rank, and 

discipline/department (look them up online) 
•  What are the major challenges you foresee in trying to publish in this journal? 
 

Be prepared to report briefly on your findings to the class (distribute a one-page written summary to the 
class and instructor. 

Turn in your entire report (photocopies, findings, authors list, challenges) to the instructor. 

_______ 
 
Due Week 4 
 
Prepare and submit revision plan for feedback from peers and instructor. Set goals for each 
week or two. Be as specific as possible. Aim for 3-5 pages.  Distribute to class members and 
instructor. 
 
_______ 
 
Due Week 6 
 
Draft abstract (see Belcher on abstracts) 
 
Review and revise introduction & organization of paper with respect to selected journal and 
more generally. (See also below) 
 
_____ 
 
Weeks 4-7 and 9-12 
Present your article draft for two peer review/workshop sessions 
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Workshop Reviews #1 and #2: You will present two drafts of your paper for workshop reviews 
by the class. One half of the class members will submit their written feedback to you each time. 
You will send all class members and the instructor a copy of your article by email at least 3 full 
days before your scheduled review. 

During your own workshop review, your job is to listen closely and take notes. At the end of the 
review, you can ask questions. Your draft will be evaluated S or U based on the effort you have 
put into improving and completing your draft. 

Feedback for workshop review authors: Class members will be divided into two groups (the 
Robins and the Blackbirds). On every workshop review day, rotating from week to week, one of 
these two groups will be designated to provide written feedback (see the syllabus). All class 
members will read every paper and come to class prepared to provide constructive critical 
comments and suggestions orally during the discussion. The group designated on the syllabus 
will be responsible for reading and providing written feedback on everyone's draft (2-3) for that 
day--either as notes on the text or in a separate document. Give one copy of these notes to the 
author and one copy to the instructor. Your feedback comments will be graded S or U depending 
on the quality of the feedback and specific suggestions for improvement provided to the paper's 
author. 

Revise drafts for workshop session and final version, with special attention to  
 introduction 

structure & organization 
style, argument, or language  

 
_____ 
 
Due Week 14 
 

Turn in your final revised draft. It should be substantially different from the draft you submitted 
for the 2nd workshop review. 

You will also turn in a draft of a letter of submission to the editor of the journal that you targeted. 
(see Belcher on submission letters) 

In addition, you will also turn in a brief self-assessment of your revision process and progress in 
the seminar.  How did it go?  What did you learn?  What do you need to do next? (1-2 pages) 

_____ 
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Revision Notes [adapted from Cindy Selfe, English 904, Winter 2012] 

Introductions 

As John Swales shows, there are three primary moves in most introductions: 

Swales’ Three-Move Model for Introductions 
(With Revisions and Adaptation for Classroom Use by James Luberda) 

 
Move 1 Establishing a territory 

In this opening move, the writer may do one or more of the following to broadly sketch out where the 
subject of his/her essay falls—the “big picture” 

·Point out the importance of the general subject 
·Make generalizations about the subject 
·Review items of previous research 

Move 2 Establishing a niche 
In this move, the writer then indicates to the reader the particular area of the broader subject that the essay 
will deal with. This can be done using one or more of the following: 

·Make a counter-claim, i.e. assert something contrary to expectations 
·Indicate a gap in the existing research/thinking 
·Raise a question about existing research/thinking 
·Suggest the essay is continuing a tradition, i.e. it is following in the footsteps of previous 

research/thinking 
Move 3 Occupying the niche 

In this move, the writer then sketches out exactly what this particular essay will accomplish in relation to 
move #2, and gives the reader a sense of how the essay will proceed. In general, each of the steps below 
will appear in this move, in order: 

·Step 1: Outline the purpose of the essay, or state the research that was pursued 
·Step 2: State the principal findings of the essay—what the reader can expect the 

essay/research will have accomplished for them by the time they get to the end 
·Step 3: Indicate, roughly, the structure of the essay—what will appear in it and in what order 

[James Luberda<http://www.sp.uconn.edu/~jbl00001/swales_cars_introductions_model.htm> 
 
Looking at introductions: Using your target journal (the last 3-5 full years), look at the introductions 
of five published articles that have some similarity/relationship to yours in terms of 
focus/content/professional conversations. Using John Swales’ basic framework, chart the rhetorical 
moves of each introduction, compare the moves among articles, and reach your own conclusions about 
how you want to structure your introduction. 

We cannot write according to formula, but we can think about basic rhetorical moves that characterize 
academic writing in our field and subfield. 

Using John Swales’ framework, pull specific quotations to show how the introduction to each article is 
put together in terms of the basic rhetorical moves of Swales’ framework.   

Don’t be surprised if you have to adapt Swales’ framework to your subfield or even depart from it 
altogether. 
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Structural Models 
 
Read and identify 

Identify an article that is a structural model for your own in terns of rhetorical moves, organization, and 
structure (not in terms of content).  Generally, look for argument/analysis structure (how organizational 
structure is related to the argument/analysis the author is making/constructing).  Also look for the key 
rhetorical moves the author makes in order to construct the argument structure/analysis. 

Using your own article, create a similar organizational outline or skeleton that reveals the key rhetorical 
moves/structural parts of your argument/analysis and reveals how these parts are related to one another.   
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Language 
 
As Pilar Mur Dueñas notes, your language may identify your experience level as a scholar. (excerpted and 
adapted some observations from her findings by Cindy Selfe) 
 
Consider for your revisions 
 
Hedges 
Experienced researchers use more hedges.   
Inexperienced users use fewer hedges. 
 
Intensifiers 
Experienced researchers use fewer intensifiers.   
Inexperienced users use more intensifiers. 
 
Claims and Evidence 
Experienced researchers provide data/parenthetical citations/and quotations from relevant research for 
all claims.  
Experienced researchers remove all unsupported claims.  
Inexperienced researchers make unsupported claims. 
 
Editorializing 
Experienced researchers avoid using editorial language in order to let the audience make up their own 
minds. 
Inexperienced researchers use editorial language to present their claims more forcefully. 
 
Transitions and Signposts 
Experienced researchers provide signposts and transitions to help readers make their way through a text 
and follow a train of thought. Inexperienced researchers forget to add transitions and signposts, and, 
thus, ask readers to do too much work to readers make their way through a text and follow a train of 
thought. 
 
Looking at language 
In this activity, using your target journal (the last 3-5 full years), at the introductions of five published 
articles that have some similarity/relationship to yours in terms of focus/content/professional 
conversations. Using John Swales’ basic framework, chart the rhetorical moves of each introduction, 
compare the moves among articles, and reach your own conclusions about how you want to structure your 
introduction. 
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Belcher, Wendy Laura, Writing Your Journal Article in Twelve Weeks: A Guide to Academic 
Publishing Success. Sage Publications, 2009 

INGREDIENTS OF A GOOD ABSTRACT  

An abstract is a condensed version of your article, a distillation of the most important 
information. Several common problems plague even published abstracts. Be sure to avoid the 
following.  

•  Don’t just introduce your topic; that’s what your introduction is for.  

•  Don’t have an abstract that reads like a plan. It shouldn’t include statements like “we 
hope to prove” or “this article tries to analyze” or “this study seeks to.” These are okay in 
grant proposals or conference paper proposals but not in a research article. An article 
abstract is a report on what you did do, not what you hope to do.  

•  Don’t give a barrage of data without an argument or a conclusion; an abstract should tell 
(or at least hint at) a story.  

•  Don’t include footnotes or citations (some journals allow exceptions, but this is the 
general rule).  

•  Don’t include quotations; paraphrase instead.  

•  Don’t include abbreviations, symbols, or acronyms, instead spell out all terms (some 
journals allow exceptions, but this is the general rule).  

Be sure to include as many relevant keywords as possible, since many search engines search by 
abstract and title alone. Finally, include nothing in the abstract that you need the article to 
understand.    

Good Humanities Abstracts  

Humanities journals are less likely to publish abstracts, but they are still a useful tool in thinking 
through your article and getting it through the peer review process. In the humanities, published 
abstracts often tend to omit information on the methodology or findings. The order of 
information also tends to be looser than in social science abstracts. The basic ingredients of a 
solid abstract in the humanities can include the following.   

•  Context—that is, information on the historical period, the geographic region, the social 
conditions surrounding the human creations being investigated  
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•  Subject—the literary or artistic works being discussed, their creators and dates • Claim 
for significance—announcement about the uniqueness of the subject or your approach to 
it  

•  Theoretical framework—often more suggested than stated, the theory you are using to 
discuss the subject, such as feminist or psychoanalytic approaches • Argument—what 
your analysis of the subject revealed about the subject, current approaches to the subject, 
or society  

•  Proofs—your evidence for your argument about the subject, or the elements of the 
subject that you analyze (such as textual passages) Below is a version of a humanities 
abstract that appeared in the journal I managed.    

 

Berg, Charles Ramírez. 2003. “Colonialism and Movies in Southern California, 1910-1934.” 
Aztlán: A Journal of Chicano Studies 28, no. 1 (spring): 75-96.  

Once the film industry moved to Los Angeles from the East Coast in the 1910s, Hollywood 
became the source of the negative stereotyping of Latinos in mainstream American cinema. 
This article argues that the anti-Mexican American discourse in Southern California during 
the motion picture industry’s formative years provided the impetus for those derogatory film 
images. In doing so, the essay synthesizes two bodies of literature that rarely comment on 
one another: early Hollywood studio history and works treating the Mexican American 
experience in Southern California. Three main Southern California social elements that 
shaped the anti-Mexican American discourse in films are discussed:  (a) the ostracizing of 
Mexican Americans to East Los Angeles at the same time that the movie companies were 
flocking to the opposite side of town;   (b) the social, economic, and political climate that 
resulted in anti-Mexicano attitudes; and (c) the view of Mexico as a playground for the 
United States.  
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Belcher, Wendy Laura, Writing Your Journal Article in Twelve Weeks: A Guide to Academic 
Publishing Success. Sage Publications, 2009 

Submission Cover Letter 

When submitting an article, authors often ignore the importance of crafting a good cover letter. A professional cover 
letter favorably disposes the editor toward you and your work. While some journals do not examine them very 
closely, other journals use your cover letter to decide whether to read the article at all or to pick peer reviewers. So, 
it is worthwhile to make sure your cover letter addresses everything it is supposed to and gets you through the first 
cut. Make sure to do the following: Use letterhead. If you are affiliated with a university, use university letterhead. 
(It gives a better impression than your personal stationery.)  

Name the editor. Address the letter to a specific person, not just “Editor.” (Usually this information is online. It 
shows that you’ve done your research and are not randomly sending your work to any journal.)  

Provide the title. Give the title of your article so that the editor has all the needed information in the letter.  

Note if requested. If the article was solicited in any way, thank the editor for requesting that you submit it and 
remind the editor of where this request was made. Include the abstract.  

Describe the article’s contents. (It is fine to use part of your abstract to do this, but the abstract should be blended 
into the letter, not set apart as an abstract.)   

Articulate the contribution. State the significance of work to the field. (This should be clear but not too self-
aggrandizing. In other words, you don’t need to state that the article is going to change the field; just that it is a 
contribution to our thinking or fills a gap.)  

Describe the appeal to the readers. If possible, declare why you think this particular journal’s subscribers might be 
interested in reading the article. (For instance, the article fits the journal’s mandate or the journal has published 
previous articles on the topic, particularly if your article launches from those articles. If you cannot think of why 
these particular readers would be interested in your article that may be a sign that you are sending it to the wrong 
journal. The appropriate question is not “where would I like my article to appear?” but “which journal’s subscribers   
would be interested in reading my article?”). 

Mention the journal. State your reason for wanting your article to appear in this particular journal. (You should not 
be obsequious, but you can state that you would like to see your article in the pages of the journal because it is the 
journal of record in the field or has been publishing innovative scholarship on your topic.). 

Omit status. Do not mention that you are a graduate student or an independent scholar. (Your status should be 
irrelevant to the editor. If the editor is unethical, then better to protect yourself by not including it.)  Belcher, Wendy 
Laura, Writing Your Journal Article in Twelve Weeks: A Guide to Academic Publishing Success (Kindle Locations 
5669-5670). Sage Publications, Inc. Kindle Edition. Omit status. Do not mention that you are a graduate student or 
an independent scholar. (Your status should be irrelevant to the editor. If the editor is unethical, then better to protect 
yourself by not including it.)   

Include your full contact information.  

 


