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Writer’s Block and Other Composing-Process Problems, edited by Mike Rose, 134-165. 
New York: Guilford, 1985. 

 
 Oft-anthologized, oft-referenced essay using student placement essays to theorize the 

basic moves of academic writing from the perspective of discursive authority and 
position. 
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writing pedagogy. 
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perspective. 
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Dolmage, Jay. Disability Rhetoric. Syracuse: Syracuse University Press, 2014. 
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Edelman, Lee. No Future: Queer Theory and the Death Drive. Durham: Duke University Press, 

2004. 
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future.” 

 
Freeman, Elizabeth. Time Binds: Queer Temporalities, Queer Histories. Durham: Duke 

University Press: 2010. 
 
 Considers queer perspectives on time, history, and historiography. Posits the concept of 

“temporal drag,” the pull of digressive pasts on normative (developmental) 
understandings of the past and present. 

 
Halberstam, Judith. The Queer Art of Failure. Durham: Duke University Press: 2011. 
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Harris, Joseph. “Using Student Texts in Composition Scholarship.” JAC 32, no. 3-4 (2012): 667-
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 Considers trends in the use of student texts in composition scholarship, focusing on 

College Composition and Communication. Argues for the value of re-reading and re-
circulating student writing as it appears in our own texts. 
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Questions.” WPA 37, no. 1 (2013): 199-213. 
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Lu, Min-Zhan and Bruce Horner. “Expectations, Interpretations, and Contributions of Basic 

Writing.” Journal of Basic Writing 19, no. 1 (2000): 43-52. 
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Malinowitz, Harriet. Textual Orientations: Lesbian and Gay Students and the Making of 
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classrooms. 
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account the economic exploitation of nonnormative bodies. 

 



Rhodes, Jacqueline. “The Failure of Queer Pedagogy.” The Writing Instructor (March 2015). 
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 Uses Judith Halberstam’s notion of “queer failure” to suggest that composition scholars 

consider alternative ways of learning and knowing other than what traditionally passes as 
such in educational settings. Reaffirms the value of “queer” as a key term but suggests 
thinking through practices of “queer teaching” rather than “queer pedagogy.” 

 
Seibers, Tobin. Disability Theory. Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press, 2008. 
 
 Wide-ranging and influential theoretical account of disabled subjectivity and 

embodiment. Argues that able-bodied-ness constitutes the most basic boundary between 
political inclusion and exclusion. 

 
Talburt, Susan. “On Not Coming Out; or, Reimagining Limits.” In Lesbian and Gay Studies and 

the Teaching of English, edited by William J. Spurlin, 54-78. Urbana: National Council 
of Teachers of English, 2000. 

 
 Early and influential study of queer identity for teachers. Reconsiders the line between 

normative and nonnormative embodiment in the classroom. 
 
Waite, Stacey. “Cultivating the Scavenger: A Queerer Feminist Future for Composition and 

Rhetoric.” Peitho 18, no. 1 (2015): 51-71. 
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Worsham, Lynn. “Writing against Writing: The Predicament of Ecriture Féminine in 

Composition Studies.” In Contending with Words: Composition and Rhetoric in a 
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Language Association, 1991. 

 
Argues for the incompatibility between writing pedagogy and ecriture féminine, the 
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