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Reporting Live from 4C’s in Atlanta 
(P.S. comments added after the conference) 
 
Thursday, April 7, 2011, 6:30 a.m.   
“Where is Me?”  (Borrowed from my 2-year-old granddaughter, hiding under a blanket)  
You may (or may not) have noticed that I was not darkening the halls of Eddy at the end 
of this week.  Where am I?  
 
I’ve flown off to Atlanta Georgia to attend 4C’s.  
 
How Did I Get Here?   
It all started when Jeremy Proctor let us all know about an opportunity from Pearson to 
apply for a grant to attend the conference.   After many hours expanding my limited 
dexterity with Photoshop to only slightly more dexterity, I submitted my multimodal 
(alphabetic/visual application).  The composition faculty also altered me to professional 
development money we hoped would materialize from the Dean’s office.  By the time I 
found that neither of these were coming my way, I was so jazzed about attending the 
conference that I decided to ignore my bank account and come anyway, on my own dime. 
(I also want to thank my daughter for finding a very inexpensive wedding dress:  that 
helped me justify this investment in my professional development.  And it was extremely 
helpful that my colleague Sue Doe offered to share her hotel: this kept my costs down 
considerably).   (P.S. ‘Looks like some funding may come through after the fact: yeah!  In 
case you are curious, looks like I did the entire trip for a little under $500—thanks to 
sharing a room that was already paid for).   
 
Why?   
I wanted to attend to learn.  To bolster my teaching skills.  To give my knowledge of 
composition theory a booster shot.  I also wanted to attend as leverage for an argument I 
want to strengthen with “management”:  what keeps the department from sponsoring at 
least one adjunct per year (dare we ask for one per term??) to attend a professional 
conference because the value far outweighs the cost.   I guess that I don’t really have to 
sell to the department the value of this experience:  they know, they go. (Although the TT 
faculty don’t get as much money for such endeavors as you might think!)  Well, I thought 
that if I went, I could testify to the value, in particular to the teaching faculty.  (P.S. Turns 
out that our English Department composition administrators were already working on a 
plan for a yearly stipend to be funded by the sale of our Fountainhead press text books: 
this comes rather late in the term this year:  but be aware of these as you make your 
plans for next year!) 
 
So, here I am.  I left yesterday evening after my Wednesday classes and finally got to the 
hotel room in downtown Atlanta at 1 a.m.   Just now I am waiting for the newcomers’ 
coffee to begin, and boy could I use that coffee after my late arrival.  It is a beautiful 
morning in Atlanta.  ‘Glad I am staying at a hotel (the Holiday Inn) four blocks from the 
conference venue (the Marriott Marquis) in downtown Atlanta, because I am able to get 
outside and know how nice it is.  
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I have decided to make a record of my conference experience—to share my expanding 
knowledge—as blog entries: posting them on our private English STF Blog as that blog 
reaches the widest range of the those teaching composition at CSU.  In doing so, I don’t 
mean to exclude the tenure-track faculty (or GTAs) from my narrative, but no blog exists 
which is open to all who teach comp at CSU.  I thought about creating such a blog, but I 
don’t have time just now.  I am also assuming that the tenure-track faculty may not be as 
hungry for information since they have more opportunity to attend conferences than the 
STF and GTA’s are actively studying in the classroom).  I will make all of the posts, as a 
single document, available to all who would like them.  (P.S. You will find this in a 
notebook on the counter near the microwave in the E.R.)   
 
 
Thursday April 7, 7 p.m.  
Nearly 12 hours later, although the day isn’t quite yet done, here’s a report on what I 
have seen and heard so far.  The newcomers coffee was pleasant: I met a few fellow first 
timers, and we were welcomed by this year’s conference chair, Malea Powell  After that I 
registered and picked up my conference program:  it is the size of a medium length novel, 
but not nearly as coherent. (P.S. You will find my copy on the counter near the microwave 
in the E.R.)   
 
Here is a brief overview of the sessions which I attended today.  In the interest of saving 
time, I list them by number and general subject matter (the full, usually-ridiculously-
long-without-being-descriptive-or-accurate titles are in the program (P.S. copy on the 
counter near the microwave in the E.R.)   
 
Opening Session 

This was the big hall event for which, most likely, the largest collection of attendees 
was present.  It opened and closed with a Native American drum circle, part of the 
Native American weft across the conference fabric by this year’s chair, Malea 
Powell, who MCed the opening session, of course.  Keynote address by Hip-Hop 
culture rhetorician Gwendolyn Pough was entertaining, multimodal and leant some 
diversity we rarely see in the center of country, expanding my concept of diversity 
in the classroom (integrate a little hip-hop in your comp class anyone?) 

A.29. (Plagiarism) 
Brief discussion of honor codes and the negative positioning of plagiarism inside 
the rhetoric of punishable “academic dishonesty” rather than positively promoting 
good citation practices as a characteristic of “academic scholarship.”  Interesting 
new word (for me, anyway):  Cryptonesia: "hidden memory": recalling things seen, 
heard, read, or experienced without consciously realizing it (about.com) 

B.29 (Veteran Writers) 
Chaired by our own Lisa Langstraat whose presentation about CSU’s VET-centric 
sections of comp was wonderfully assembled and demonstrated our leadership.  Also 
perspective of a community college instructor who remarked on the huge gap between 
veterans and civilians, even those close in age, in terms of their geography of concerns.  
The third presenter was an instructor from a West Point Prep school (USMAPS).  She 
provided some perspective on the range of vets, reminding us all that the variation within 
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the group is wider than the grouping of “veterans” might imply.  This session was written 
up in Insidehighered. 
C.25 (Digital Rhetoric) 

Chaired by a professor who wanted to challenge her GTAs to go beyond using 
technology simply as an add on.  She had them start by writing out their teaching 
philosophy then superimposing this with their technology philosophy:  the melding 
guided their pedagogy in their first year writing classes.   Two of her graduate 
students then reported on how they met this challenge.  One introduced students to a 
variety of media and then had them choose two in which to compose; she seemed to 
emphasize PowerPoint.  The other had student compose in alphabetic text and then 
recompose in a primarily visual rhetoric, restricting them to the use of no more than 
5 words.   

D.10 (Grammar and Style) 
This was one of maybe six sessions in the entire conference on this topic.  This one 
was pretty much a waste of time: the content about higher and lower level concerns  
was material I might deliver to my class, not to colleagues.  Perhaps the most useful 
takeaway for me was a question raised in my mind by another attendee:  she felt 
that the presenter was being too dismissive about the importance of grammar error 
and protested since, she claimed, insufficient grammar skills would interfere with 
students finding jobs.  This caused me to wonder if there is a connection between 
poor grammar and difficulty securing employment.  Certainly someone has studied 
this?  I wonder if there is a correlation.    

E.32 (Late-life Writers) 
This session caught my interest because I have had Social Science students do 
ethnographic work with seniors in CO301C (following in the footsteps of Sue 
Doe’s project).  These researchers investigated projects with Alzheimer and hospice 
patients as well as one elderly man still living in his own home.   The Alzheimer’s 
project captured very poetic disoriented communications from one patient with 
whom the graduate researcher worked.  One of the challenges in the Hospice 
project, in which undergraduates in a single class captured life histories of those “in 
transition” was that several of the subjects died in the course of the study.  Students, 
and the professor, had this extra layer of emotional engagement with their subjects.  
One project involved a woman named “Millie” who writes a blog 
(http://mymomsblog.blogspot.com) and is featured on 
http://icantopenit.blogspot.com which is about products that are not accessible to 
the elderly because their wrappers are so difficult to penetrate.  Her son has 
provided so much technological support for her blog, and these videos, that the 
researcher brought up the issue of shared authorship.  You can probably tell that I 
enjoyed this session:  I am writing so much about it.    

 
Friday, April 8, 9 p.m. 
Although I missed the Bedford St. Martin reception last night, I went with Sue Doe and 
Sarah Sloane to the Fountain Head Press party at a local brewery.  Met Tim French, the 
rep with whom we are working on the revision of ART.  Good conversations with S, S, a 
current and former graduate student.   
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Tonight I had a quick drink at an Irish pub near the Marriott with Carrie Lamanna and 
some of her friends from graduate school.  Fruitful conversation.  One of her friends is 
doing AP grading this summer, so I will see her again.  
 
Pretty darn tired tonight after attending the following today:  
F.07  (Rhetoric of Psychological Difference)  

This didn’t start off meeting my expectations based on the description (it ended up 
being mostly about autism), so I bailed and went to a session on blogging instead.  

F.16 (Blogging in First year Writing) 
Excellent session by three graduate students from The Ohio State University, 
Columbus. The composition program courses at OSU use blogging to aid students 
in the transition from academic to public discourse. Teaching it is required of all 
first year graduate students.  The three presenting were among the many who 
continued to use it in their courses beyond the first year.  Blake Wilder uses blogs in 
literature classes to help students generate ideas:  it seems to him less intimidating 
for students than verbal discussion.  And look out for Jennifer Michaels. I predict 
she will be a rising start in the profession: very articulate.  She has her students 
analyzing blogs in some depth, discovering their “remediation” and 
“hypermediation.”  Then she has them create—and analyze--their own blogs. One 
of the most impressive parts of the session was watching Cynthia Selfe facilitate.  
She is such a firecracker; ‘really validated all those asking questions.  Saying cool 
things like "we teach in such or over-determined systems.”   Besides, she has very 
short white/blonde hair, so how could I help but like her? 

G.04  (What Composition can Learn from Creative Writing) 
Not surprisingly, this session was facilitated by  folks (two professors and two grad 
students) who teach CW and comp.  The discussed what comp classes might learn 
from CW; thankfully none suggested having students write poems or stories.  
Marjorie Stewart came at the issue from the perspective of a comp teacher at an art 
school.  She recommends Twyla Tharp’s book The Creative Habit.  Patrick Bizzaro 
was mostly concerned about conducting research in effective creative writing 
pedagogy under IRBs and other rules which don’t see to really fit the genre.  We 
spoke of the “compositioning of creative writing.”  I liked what he said about 
teaching either without appropriating the students’ writing (i.e. making it like our 
own: coaching the student to write like us).  

H.26 (Problematizing Grading)  
“Problematizing”?? Can’t we do better than this?  Note that the dictionary does not 
recognize this word.  This began as one of the stranger sessions with a grad student 
looking at grading from a Fat Studies perspective, equating bell curves and body 
mass indexing. I will let you think about that one.  If you want to know more, I 
would be happy to try to relay what I think he was saying.  This session also 
included some lively discussion about contract grading.  One presenter claimed that 
she could help any student meet his/her letter grade objective in the course of a 
semester, but several of the audience members doubted the possibility of moving a 
“D” writer to an “A.”  This led to a question about the difference between a student 
getting (or as one participant said, to wide agreement, EARNING) a “B” in a course 
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while remaining a “D” writer:  do we have a measure for course performance that is 
separate from writing product?      

I.19 (Writing, Learning and the Brain) 
Irene Clark from Cal State, Northridge asked the engaging question: Is the brain of 
the memo writer different from the brain of the poet. Can one become the other? If 
one becomes the other, does the brain change? The answer, it seems, is yes.  Our 
brains can grow and in some cases even regenerate, but if we don’t use a new 
knowledge or skill, we lose it.  The other presenters went on with evidence that 
confirms what all instructors know:  emotion plays a big role in learning.  Not that 
making students CRY is a good thing, but that they will learn better if they care 
about what they are doing and see a real connection between course material and 
their lives.  Lennie Irvine, the second presenter, put it even more strongly: learning 
takes place most effectively “when the students believe their survival depends on 
it.”  The third presenter postulated that we may be stretching our freshmen (which is 
not a bad thing) when we ask them to exercise reflective judgment because 
evidence suggests that at 18 they are not fully capable of same.   

J.39 (Writing Assignments & Deep Learning) 
This was all about helping instructors across curricula to improve their writing 
assignments and was based on NSSE/WPA Research.  Some detailed handouts.  
(P.S. see the notebook on the counter in the E.R.) 

K.06 Teacher’s Comments through Student’s Eyes 
This was a fun one because it featured much admired Nancy Sommers and Chris 
Anson.  The good news from Sommers is that her most recent research (at a 
community college), indicates that students care very much about what teachers 
say and tend to read their comments closely.  However, sometime they can’t read 
them, due to the instructor’s poor penmanship, or can’t understand them because 
they are cryptic.  She also confirmed that less is more: students quickly get 
overwhelmed with comments, especially if they are not prioritized by the 
instructor.  Anson reported on research he conducted about the efficacy of oral 
responses to student writing, in particular recorded vocal comments with screen 
capture support:  this was very popular with students and Anson felt it made 
grading a little easier because he didn’t have to be as polished in this composition 
of comments when speaking (vs. writing) them.   

FSIG 21 
From 6:30-7:30 I attended a Special Interest Group for contingent faculty.  It was 
not very well attended (maybe 10 people), but that is not surprising:  how many 
contingent faculty are at the conference in the first place?  How many get funding to 
attend?  The session was devoted to viewing and discussing, with the film makers 
(who are also contingents, I think), a documentary about contingent faculty.  This is 
a work in progress and the authors welcome suggestions.  At the conference they 
filmed interviews with Sue Doe and Mike Palmquist.  Hmm, why not me?  I am the 
adjunct!  I didn’t think about this at the time, I was just glad that they captured 
Mike and Sue (and still am!)   You can view the movie trailer at 
www.conjobdoc.com.   
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Today I also walked through the vendor area:  mostly publishers of course.  Ran into Lisa 
Langstraat and Steve Reid there.  Met a woman who was recently hired at Regis in 
Denver and will be moving from the Puget Sound.    
 
Saturday, April 9, 2 p.m.  
And just like that the conference is over! But only after these additional sessions on this 
short last day of 4 C’s (although I must admit that I had trouble engaging my brain today:  
information overload).  Today’s sessions were not very well attended: many people, I 
suspect, were heading home.  No surprise there.   
 
L.16 Questioning in the Margins 
         Got a little involved in a conversation over breakfast with Sue Doe about 

autoethnography, resulting in my late arrival at this session (with suitcase in tow as 
we had checked out of the hotel).   I had been a little ambivalent about this session 
anyway, having attended the one by Sommers et al. yesterday, and I just couldn’t 
get engaged in it. (It didn’t help that the presenters were literally reading their 
papers.  So I left half way through and dropped in on L.25 instead.   

L.25 Environmental Narratives and Ethnographies 
         One of the presenters was missing; I arrived from the aborted session (above) in 

time for the last presenter, Anne Porter from the U of Mich, Ann Arbor. She talked 
about a sustainability class in which she has students map a place of significance to 
them and the resources which flow in and out of it.  This launched them into a 
writing assignment about resource management.  She had the session attendees 
complete the exercise ourselves, encouraging us to map our work places.  That 
exercise made me appreciate all of the life I see daily as a result of having an office 
right off the E.R.:  I like that location!   

M.31 Audience Analysis Ethos and Pathos 
         This title made this session sound very pertinent to CO300, but it was poorly 

attended and still hadn’t started 10 minutes past the advertised starting time, so I left 
and went to the DALN project presentation.   

M.04 Digital Narratives (The DALN project) 
It was very interesting to hear Cindy Selfe and Richard Selfe speak and to hear a 
few of the narratives.  The DALN mavens had recording equipment set up at the 
conference and were capturing narratives from willing attendees.  The presentation 
prompted me to think about having students write narratives about their 
technological literacy instead of having them take a survey.  Then they could 
record and include these in the DALN database if they like.     

N.28 Contesting Tenure 
         Sue Doe participated, brilliantly, in this panel.  It was an interesting glimpse into the 

rigor of the tenure process and included how geography influences the process as 
well as insights into how few women get tenure.   

 
Highlights?   
It was a blast to hear from and see up close some of the authors I have been reading over 
the years:  Nancy Sommers, Cynthia Selfe, etc.  It was very energizing professionally and 
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very tiring physically.  Of course I attacked the conference program with a first-timer’s 
zeal, not missing a single session, sometimes attending parts of two in one time slot!)  
Participating made me feel jazzed about teaching, and fired up about making sure that 
other adjuncts can go to conferences, not on their own dime.  I thought that if I went to 
4C’s, I could testify to the value of conferencing, in particular to the teaching faculty. 
And boy can I:  this was a great experience.   
 
I have placed on the counter in the E.R., near the microwave, a copy of the conference 
program with flags on the pages which hold descriptions of the session I attended. A 
notebook with the full text of these blog posts as well as handouts from the various 
sessions is also available on the counter in the “E-R” outside Whitaker Conference, for 
your perusal while you are waiting on lunch, the copier or printer.  I will leave it there for 
a couple of weeks.  And I would be happy to talk with anyone wanting more information 
about particular sessions or the experience in general.   


