Writing 2E:  “Academic Writing for Engineers”

Catalog Description

A writing course focused on developing analytical skills, synthesizing multiple sources, sustaining coherent arguments, and revising for clarity of style.  Reading and writing assignments are drawn from a range of academic disciplines.

Prerequisites

Satisfaction of the Subject A requirement either by (1) passing the Subject A exam; (2) earning a grade of C or better in Writing 1E; (3) achieving a score of 680 or higher on the SAT II Subject Test in Writing; (4) achieving a score of 3 on the College Board Advance Placement (AP) exam in English Composition and Literature or English Language and Composition; or (5) entering the university with transcripts showing the completion of an acceptable 3-semester-unit or 4-quarter-unit course in English composition equivalent to Writing 1 at UCSB with a grade of C or better.  

To enroll in Writing 2E, students must be declared engineering majors or pre-majors (excluding Computer Science majors).

Course Description

Like other sections of Writing 2, Writing 2E gives students instruction and practice in analyzing and synthesizing sources, sustaining a coherent argument, and revising for clarity of style. Students are afforded instruction in analysis, interpretation, and synthesis of university-level texts, particularly texts drawn from the field of engineering. In Writing 2E, students conduct original research in the form of interviews, along with secondary research using library and Web-based resources. Particular attention is given to use of quotations, the significance of documentation, and appropriate citations in academic writing. As in Writing 1E, emphasis continues to be placed on the development of the thesis statement, on overall principles and patterns of organization, on the style of writing appropriate for academic discourse, and on mechanics where apposite. In terms of computer skills, students add to their repertoire a graphics program (e.g., Photoshop, Fireworks) and a presentation program (e.g., Powerpoint). 

Course Goals

After taking Writing 2E, students should be able to:
· understand the rhetorical demands of communication in engineering and technical fields;

· develop and articulate a thesis;

· distinguish and apply principles and patterns of organization and styles of writing appropriate for academic discourse;

· effectively analyze, interpret, and synthesize university-level texts; 

· successfully use research and documentation strategies;

· understand grammatical principles (punctuation, mechanics, usage) and write grammatically correct sentences;

· understand interviewing and oral presentation techniques; 

· understand principles of document design, incorporating graphics into text and working with various genres of technical writing.

Assignments
Reading

Some readings in Writing 2E address professional issues in engineering, including the history of the field and the social impact of technology. Readings also address effective interviewing and oral presentation strategies. The remainder of the readings provide information and models for students to use as they complete assignments in the course. 

During the 2001-2002 academic year, most instructors used A Pocket Style Manual by Diana Hacker as a grammar handbook. In addition, some instructors used Gurak and Lannon’s Concise Guide to Technical Communication, while others used Alley’s The Craft of Scientific Writing.  Most instructors also put together a customized anthology with articles, assignments, and handouts.

Writing
Students in Writing 2E typically write one extensive research report, with shorter preliminary assignments that lead up to the report (e.g., annotated bibliography, website review, progress report). There is one required oral presentation, which may be done individually or collaboratively, using PowerPoint. In addition, students conduct an informational interview with a practicing engineer or engineering professor. 

Students are expected to produce 18-20 pages of formal, polished writing. Shorter informal in- and out-of-class writing assignments, designed to help students become engaged with and better able to understand materials for the course, play a central role in Writing 2E. 

By the end of the quarter, engineering majors enrolled in Writing 2E are expected to join and participate in a professional engineering society of their choice. A short writing assignment will be used to verify compliance with this requirement, such as a reflective response, journal entry, blog, etc.

Assessment Process

All Writing Program Courses 

Individual faculty have opportunities to assess their effectiveness in achieving course goals and to revise the design of their courses based on feedback from students, colleagues, and supervisors.

Students provide both informal and formal feedback. Informally, it is a common practice in writing courses to have several conferences with students during the quarter; in these conferences, teachers can assess students’ understanding of course content and the effectiveness of their progress toward curricular goals. Formally, ESCI scores for each course provide evidence of students’ overall satisfaction with the course and the quality of instruction; narrative evaluations provide more detailed feedback to teachers regarding the value of specific readings, assignments, and class activities. 

Colleagues provide assessment feedback in regular departmental and committee meetings. Within the Writing Program, a curriculum committee is formed for each course; any significant changes to the curriculum are discussed and approved by these committees. Teachers in the ACE program also meet regularly to discuss curricular and other issues. Teachers of LINKS sections can seek input from teachers of the lecture course to which their section is linked. 

Feedback assessing the effectiveness of the curriculum and the teaching practice of individual faculty also comes from supervisors. For Teaching Assistants, these supervisors (who are Lecturers in the Writing Program) regularly visit class sessions, review graded papers, and consult with TAs throughout the quarter. TA supervisors also review ESCI and narrative evaluations for each course and suggest improvements and revisions where appropriate. For Lecturers, review from superiors comes in the form of contract renewal reviews. Lecturers are asked to provide syllabi, assignments, and sample student papers for courses they teach, and these materials are reviewed by a committee of post-sixth year Lecturers and the Writing Program Director.

Writing 2

In addition to the procedures described above, Writing 2E instructors can participate in the assessment procedures organized by the Writing 2 Committee; please see the Writing 2 binder for a detailed description of these assessment activities.

The goals and curriculum of Writing 2E are also assessed in the context of regular meetings of the Engineering Writing Committee, which is composed of all faculty and Teaching Assistants teaching Writing 1E, Writing 2E, and Writing 50E during a given academic year. At Committee meetings, Writing 1E teachers can discuss course goals and share assignments and reading materials to meet those goals. Moreover, Writing 2E teachers benefit from hearing discussions of the curriculum of Writing 1E and Writing 50E by gaining an understanding of the skills their students should bring to the course as well as the skills they need to develop to be prepared for Writing 50E. In general, Engineering Writing Committee meetings serve to establish consistency across sections and coherence across courses in the sequence. 

Finally, the effectiveness of Writing 2E and the appropriateness of its goals are assessed in research-based studies of stakeholders in the Engineering Writing sequence. The study currently being undertaken, entitled “Engineering Technical Communication Curriculum Assessment and Enhancement,” is described in more detail in the Engineering Writing sequence binder. Briefly, this interview- and survey-based project will gather information from upper-division students in the College of Engineering (both those who have taken Writing 2E and those who have not), along with faculty and alumni of the College of Engineering. Results from this study will suggest possible revisions to the goals and curriculum of each course in the Engineering Writing sequence.
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