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Writing Assignment: MWP1 and SWP5

A Substantial Revision of Previous Work:

Using Eck to Think Through Pluralism

In the first several weeks of this course, you have been asked to respond to Diana Eck’s Encountering God, by practicing the moves described by Joseph Harris in Rewriting, that is, by “coming to terms with,” “forwarding,” “countering,” and “taking the approach” of Eck.  In the last two weeks of this first unit, you will be asked to return to these smaller writing projects, to rethink and reshape some of your more interesting moves, and then to rewrite and extend these moves within a longer (“major”) writing project.  Harris’s Chapter 5, “Revising,” helps us to consider how revision entails much more than editing or otherwise “fixing” a text.  To revise is to rethink, reshape, and extend the driving ideas and overarching moves of an earlier text.  Revision thus always involves “a series or pattern of changes linked by an idea” (Harris 108), as distinguished from the more isolated, sentence-level changes of editing work. 

Your assignment for MWP1 is to compose a clear, compelling, connected, contestable, and complex project that addresses some significant aspect of religious pluralism, and to work substantively with aspects of Diana Eck’s Encountering God toward this end.  In composing this writing project, you are invited to return to one or more of your smaller writing projects, developing their strengths (Harris 113), pursuing alternative lines of thought (114), and ending your project by gesturing toward new questions or ideas to be followed (117).  You’ll notice that this assignment is not specific about the shape of your writing (whether you will come to terms with, forward, counter, and/or take the approach of Eck).  You’re first job, then, is to identify particular ideas or writing moves within earlier drafts that are interesting and important, and that invite rethinking and reworking.  You may incorporate any of your previous prose into this longer project (that is, treat your SWPs as drafts toward this longer project). I can imagine, for example, someone coming to terms with Eck’s project and then countering a key aspect of it in order then to take her approach into an aspect of pluralism that she does not discuss.  While you can thus incorporate earlier moves and writing, I assume that you will rewrite a good deal of the material as you combine projects, offer new emphases, further pursue your best ideas, and otherwise rework your texts.   

Length: 
About 6-8 pages, double spaced. Include an abstract and a note of acknowledgements with this final draft. Use parenthetical citation as we have been doing, but also include a “Work Cited” page according to MLA guidelines (we will discuss abstracts, acknowledgements, and citation format on 10/4).

Due: 
Please post a final copy of this essay to BB (“under Major Writing Projects”) no later than the time of class, 10/6.  

Turn in: 
Please also bring a hard copy of the text to class on 10/6, together with all earlier drafts, your revision proposal, comments and/or notes from your various readers, and some record of your revision process. 

At the “half way” mark of composing this project, you will be asked to submit your work in progress in the form of SWP5 (“Revision”).  The following page provides the assignment for this part of the project.

Your assignment for SWP5 is to begin to revise one of your earlier SWPs, to “track” the changes that you are making on that earlier project, and to write one additional page that identifies and analyzes your revision process.  Begin by identifying the SWP that you hope will play the most significant role in your MWP.  Next, begin to rethink and rework that text after opening the “Track Changes” program in your Word document (I will demonstrate this neat computer function in class).  After you have made significant revision to that text (“significant” here means at least one important series or pattern of changes linked by an idea—see Harris 108), print your new text with the Track Changes visible.  Don’t feel as though your new text has to be complete—it only needs to reflect thoughtful, substantial revision of your previous text.

Next, write a one page reflection on how your project has developed thus far.  By drawing on and referencing the Track Changes document, identify at least one interconnected series of changes, and then discuss your aims and strategies in revising the work.  You might want to address some of these questions: How did you come up with and enact your plan for revising? (compare Harris 123); Why did you change what you changed?;  and, When you continue to work toward your MWP, what further work will you do to this SWP?

Length:
Revision of one 2-3 page earlier SWP, plus a one page reflection on what you are revising, how you are going about it, and why you are doing so.

Due: 
No later than the time of class, Friday, 9/29.  The two students being workshopped should post their documents to BB by bedtime Thursday night.

Turn in: 
Please turn in only an electronic version of this SWP. (You’ll want to keep your hard copies to continue to revise this and other SWPs for your WMP.)  Submit it to BB under shorter writing projects.  The complete text should include (1) The revised project showing Track Changes, and (2) your one page explanation and analysis of your revision process.  Please reference the first part in the second part (for example, “On the top of page two, I needed to explain my new idea about pluralism because I start employing it in the next paragraph...”) I will email your text back to you with my own electronic comments inserted.

One final requirement in this revision process:  A Revision Proposal

By the time you’re done writing, you will have received a large amount of feedback on this MWP (my comments on earlier SWPs; peer workshops on one earlier draft; your session with our UWT; other comments from the writing studio, friends, classmates and me).  Sorting through these suggestions and re-imagining a clear direction of your project can be difficult.  To ensure that you are able to do so, I’m asking you to submit to BB (under “MWP1—Revision Proposals” a one-page specific plan for revision) no later than Noon, Tuesday, 10/3.  Please follow the suggestions of Harris on page 111 in composing this revision plan. Then—in place of  Monday’s (10/2) class period, and before class on Wednesday (10/4)—please read and respond to the proposals of the two other members of your group.  These responses can be posted on the same BB forum, and can be a short paragraph each.  Note where you are interested in the author’s project, where you are possibly confused, and where you have other ideas or suggestion that might help her/him.  
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