[image: image1.jpg]* X % .

* *

. * *
evropsky

socialni, . MINISTERSTVO SKOLSTVI, OP Vzdé&lavani
fondvCR EVROPSKA UNIE  MLADEZE A TELOVYCHOVY  pro konkurenceschopnost

INVESTICE DO ROZVO.JE VZDE| AVANI

* *
L T ¢





CZ.1.07/2.3.00/45.0035
Badatelsky orientovaná výuka ve školním a neformálním vzdělávání

Workshop 1: Communicating Science to Different Audiences
	1. Cultural differences in writing 

2. Expectations of Anglo-American readers

3. Writing process




1. Cultural differences

Writing for the reader (writing is effective when the reader understands it)
· Writing is shaped by cultural origins and differences; thus, writing in academic English is not only about mastery of English as a second language but also about "socializing into the values of the English writing culture and mastering its conventions. (Connor & Mayberry, 1996, p.235)." 
· Writing cultures/Intellectual writing styles – an idea proposed by Johan Galtung – the world can be divided into several writing cultures (Saxonic, Gallic, Teutonic, Nipponic) where each has its own conventions. 
· Czech writing culture falls under the Teutonic (German-influenced) intellectual style.
· Czech writers are not trained to write for the reader; the reader is expected to take responsibility for understanding the text.
· Czech writing – free form, implicit rules, implicit message, digressions ("A Czech writer has no restrictions placed upon him or her with respect to adding more and more new information and as many standpoints as possible (Cmejrkova, 1996, p.146)."
Cultural differences in writing

	
	English
	French
	German

	Relationship 

Writer -- Reader
	Writer responsibility
	Writer responsibility
	Reader responsibility

	Overall coherence
	Explicit
	Explicit
	Implicit

	Text structure
	Point-early, linear
	Point early or point late
	Point late, spiral like

	Paragraph structure
	Topic sentence
	Bridge sentence
	No unified model

	Authorial self-reference
	More authorial statements (I/we)
	Frequent use of majestic plural
	Fewer personal statements; more impersonal  constructions


(Adapted from Siepmann, D. 2006, pp.142-143)

2. Expectations of Anglo-American readers

The main areas where we see differences when we compare the Anglo-American writing conventions with our (teutonic) conventions:

· ARGUMENT

· Continental writing (Europe) vs. Anglo-American academic writing; Continental writing – more descriptive, theoretical; Anglo-American academic writing – centred around an argument.
· In Anglo-American writing culture, the text clearly identifies a research problem that the study addresses and attempts to solve.
· Research problems are typically expressed as a disrupting condition – contradiction/tension/puzzle/gap in knowledge.
· Research problems need to be not only researchable but also research-worthy, i.e. significant enough to matter to others - answer the "So what?" question in terms of costs and benefits (What would happen if we didn't solve the research problem?).
	A PUBLISHABLE PAPER HAS AN ARGUMENT


Editors or reviewers may not mention the lack of an argument as a reason for rejection. They may instead state that the article is not original or significant, that it is disorganized, that it suffers from poor analysis, or that it "reads like a student paper." But the solution for all these problems lies in having an argument, stating it early and clearly, and then structuring your article around that argument. (Belcher, 2009, p.82)
· EXPLICITNESS 

· Ideas are expressed in specific terms; relationships between sentences are explained, so that the reader understands any logical links and connections.
· PREDICTABLE PATTERNS 

· Anglo-American academic texts have predictable patterns (sometimes called "moves") – i.e. ideas follow an expected sequence/appear at expected places in a text. 
Example of predictable patterns: Abstract


	Move #
	Typical Labels
	Implied questions

	Move 1
	Background/introduction/situation
	What do we know about the topic? Why is the topic important?

	Move 2
	Present research/purpose
	What is this study about?

	Move 3
	Methods/ materials/ subjects/ procedures
	How was it done?

	Move 4
	Results/ findings
	What did we find out?

	Move 5
	Discussion/ conclusion/ implications/ recommendations
	What do the findings mean?


· TOP-DOWN structure 

· Argument/research problem is identified early in the text - typically towards the end of the introduction - and the rest of the text gives reasons and evidence that support the initial claim/thesis/problem statement etc. 
Writing tips:

1) Know your audience – know who you write for.

2) Avoid writing too generally and implicitly; assume an intelligent, but an ignorant reader (English writing is less elitist and more pluralistic compared to e.g. French, German, or Czech writing). To write well, try to look at your writing through the reader's eyes. Seeing it through your eyes only, your brain will fill in any inconsistencies and gaps, and your writing will appear coherent to you even when it is not. 

3) Get to know the norms before you start writing; understand what's expected for a particular text intended for a particular audience (e.g. read and FOLLOW journal guidelines carefully).

4) Read authentic texts and analyse them for common patterns; CAUTION – read critically - not everything published is a good example of how you should write.

5) Follow the predictable text organization.

6) State your conclusions at the beginning of your text (=write Top-down).

3. Writing Process

· English speaking countries – writing is viewed as a recursive process (writers are taught to plan, draft, share, revise, and edit their work).

· Thinking to write; writing to think. "You don't know what you think until you see it" – the importance of getting ideas on paper/screen early in the writing process; futility of waiting for inspiration).

· Writing as creating a mess and then cleaning it up through revisions.

· Revising as key to effective writing. Several rounds of revisions enable and encourage new ideas; experienced writers rewrite their draft 3-4 times (Belcher, 2009)).

· English writing culture: writing viewed as a craft that can be learned, and composition skills are taught at all levels of education.

· Czech writing culture: writing assumed to be innate rather than learned; Czech writers expected to acquire writing skills intuitively.
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