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Schedule Overview 
 

———Thursday——— 
 

1:00-9:30pm Registration, Student Union Fourth Floor 

5:00-5:50pm Executive Board Meeting (Closed Session) 

6:00-7:30pm Welcome Reception & Participatory Plenary, Student Union Starlight Terrace 

 

 

 

———Friday——— 
 

8:00am-5:00pm Registration, Student Union Fourth Floor 

9:00-10:15am Concurrent Sessions, Student Union Fourth Floor 

10:30-11:45am Concurrent Sessions, Student Union Fourth Floor 

12:00-1:15pm Keynote Address & Lunch, Student Union Ballroom 

1:00-5:00pm Poster Presentations, Student Union Starlight Terrace 

1:30-2:45pm Concurrent Sessions, Student Union Fourth Floor 

3:00-4:15pm Concurrent Sessions, Student Union Fourth Floor 

4:30-5:45pm Concurrent Sessions, Student Union Fourth Floor 

6:00-6:45pm Tutor SIG, Student Union Exhibit Room 1 

6:45-7:30pm LGBTQ SIG, Student Union Exhibit Room 1 

 

 

———Saturday——— 
 

7:30-8:30am Business Meeting, Student Union OSU Writing Center 

8:45-10:00am Concurrent Sessions, Student Union Fourth Floor 

10:15-11:30am Concurrent Sessions, Student Union Fourth Floor 
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Plenary Speaker 
 

 

Sally Crisp 

Sally Crisp has been a teacher of writers and 

writing at the University of Arkansas at Little 

Rock for over thirty years, including both 

graduate and undergraduate courses in the 

Department of Rhetoric and Writing. She 

established and directed the University Writing 

Center and later directed the Little Rock 

Writing Project, an affiliate of the National 

Writing Project. She has co-authored or edited 

several non-fiction books, including Fireflies 

in a Fruit Jar and Open Windows, with John 

Workman, The Steps We Took and Carry This 

Message, with Joe McQuany and Huey Crisp,  

Widowed with Sharon Trusty and Barry 

Corkern, and in 2013 From Azaleas to Zydeco, 

with Mark Nichols and Huey Crisp.  

 

  

 

Keynote Speaker 
 

 

Michele A. Eodice 

Michele A. Eodice is the Associate Provost for 

Academic Engagement and Director of the OU 

Writing Center and Writing Across Campus at 

the University of Oklahoma.  She earned a 

Ph.D. in English, writing her dissertation on 

co-authoring and collaborative writing in the 

classroom. Eodice’s research interests include 

co-authoring, collaborative writing, adult and 

higher education, developing faculty writing at 

universities, and student engagement and 

learning through writing practices.  



 

 

5 

Friday, March 7 
 

A Block, Friday, 9:00-10:15am 
 
A1. International Students, Exhibit Room 1 
“ESL Students Break Cultural Barriers at a US-Mexico Border Writing Center: 

Participatory ESL Tutoring” 

Yessica Cantu, Claudia Lozano, Sarah Roche  

Sul Ross State University Rio Grande College 

Two undergraduate ESL students, with their instructor's support, will explain Hispanic students' 

perspectives on writing center tutoring that works for our students on the US-Mexico border. In 

addition to the presentation, the students will offer handouts for fellow writing center tutors 

participatory work with ESL students on their campuses. 

 

“The International Student Workshop: An Innovative Approach to an Age-Old Issue” 

Chris Than  

Texas A&M University 

I plan on showing how workshops can be incredible resources for consultants in helping 

international students. I will describe different aspects of collaborative and cooperative learning 

to show how a workshop can help international students become more comfortable with their 

knowledge of the English language. Further, I will discuss Texas A&M’s international student 

workshop. I hope to show other consultants that hosting an international student workshop at 

their schools is a manageable and worthwhile endeavor. 

 

“Non-Native-Speaker Students’ Perceptions of Non-Native-Speaker Tutors in Writing 

Centers” 

Yelin Zhao  

Oklahoma State University 

Tutorials between native-speaking (NS) tutors and non-native-speaking (NNS) students have 

been much researched. But what about NNS students’ perceptions of NNS tutors in Writing 

Centers? The presenter will discuss whether some NNS students prefer to be tutored by NS or 

NNS consultants and the possible reasons for their preferences. What kind of suggestions do 

NNS students offer to NNS tutors? 
 

 

A2. Table Interactions, Exhibit Room 2 
“Avoiding plagiarism through the development of self-authorship” 

Margaret Cordova-Aulds, Sharon de Marin, Miao Wang 

Texas A&M University 

We will give a powerpoint presentation addressing existing research on the concepts of academic 

plagiarism in higher learning, particularly as it relates to international students in English 

academic institutions. We will also give suggestions as to how we might empower international 

students avoid academic plagiarism. 
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“Diction and Working with Advanced Writers” 

Zachary Tingle, Jessi Green  

Texas A&M University 

Our session will be guided by a powerpoint presentation. We will open with a discussion on the 

struggle of working with advanced writers, explaining why diction/word choice can be a helpful 

focus for this group. We also plan to discuss methods to help students develop good word choice, 

including the kinds of questions we (as consultants) can ask. 

 

“Visit Early. Visit Often.” 

Matt Underwood 

University of Texas at Arlington 

This session aims to analyze the effectiveness of clients visiting Writing Centers prior to 

completing a draft of an assignment. In doing so, it presents potential benefits that clients would 

receive by visiting the Writing Center early in the writing process and provides suggestions on 

how to encourage students to do so. 
 

 

A3. Workshop, Oklahoma Room 
“Work Experience, Inner Resources, and Experiential Knowing in the Writing Center” 

Sara Beam  

Rogers State University 

I would like to provide a 75-minute workshop consisting of group discussion and writing 

activities. The workshop will be useful for Writing Center Directors, professional tutors, and 

peer tutors.  
 

 

A4. Panel Session, Case Study Room 1 
“Experiencing Hospitable Learning: The Role of Care in Writing Center Work” 

Cole Bennett, Erin Daugherty, Chris Fields, Kayla Sanderson, Stephanie Whitlow, Gabriel 

Prado 

Abilene Christian University 

Experiential encounters of writing instruction are neither complete nor appropriate without warm 

reception to our facility, phatic language to build trust, positive comments about a writer’s text, 

and nuanced coaching toward language learning.  

This panel seeks to explore the productive and fertile experiential  

middle ground of the range of care in the writing center via sound local care practices. 
 

 

A5. Panel Session, Case Study Room 2 
“High School Writing Centers” 

Melody Denny, Lindsay Clark, Ashley Wood, Levi Ross, David Chacon, Ashlin Hunter 

Oklahoma State University 

In this presentation, we discuss the logistics and challenges of creating a high school writing 

center. We also share the perspectives of the high school teachers, OSU consultants, and past and 

current high school consultants involved in the development of the center.  
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B Block, Friday, 10:30-11:45am 
 
B1. Assessment, Exhibit Room 1 
“Tutee Perceptions: Experiential Knowing of Session Success” 

Tara Cobler, Matthew Bennett, Caryn Rasberry 

Sam Houston State University 

Our presentation illuminates what tutees retain and understand from their sessions. Through a 

comparison of tutors’ and tutees’ session reports, we explore the discrepancies and/or 

congruencies. Our presentation demonstrates experiential knowing; tutors and tutees engage 

face-to-face, but the assessment of their two perspectives of a session will either prove or 

question the empathy and resonance that a tutor strives to achieve with each tutee. 
 

“Participate: Or Else!” 

Chloe Diepenbrock 

University of Houston-Clear Lake 

This session will report on a new method of assessing tutoring sessions, based on attendance at 

the University of Antwerp's Linguapolis summer institute. One semester's worth of data will be 

presented and evaluated for its contribution to improving the quality of tutoring sessions. 
 

 

B2. Aesthetics, Exhibit Room 2 
“Writing Center as Glass Elevator: Making Our Thinking Visible” 

Mary Francine Danis  

Our Lady of the Lake University 

Using session reports and interviews, I will analyze writers' responses to the end-of-session 

question, "What was most important or helpful in our conversation today?" I will consider the 

ways consultants ask this question, the types of answers we receive, and—if possible—the 

thinking that continues after the session. My aim is to engage writers in forms of meta-cognition 

that will carry over into other aspects of their learning. 
 

“Go Fish” 

Gabriel Decker, Phillip Smith  

University of Arkansas Little Rock 

I plan to create an interactive dialog while discussing positive energy in the work environment. 

Writers are passionate about what they do and yet how many show that enthusiasm within the 

work environment with other readers? 
 

“Consulting from a dancer's perspective” 

Kadiedre Henderson, Rebecca Roorda, Sara Zimmerman 

Texas A&M University  

I will teach the girls a little warm up. In this warm up I will demonstrate some of the large 

concepts I discuss in the overall presentation. 
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B3. Workshop, Oklahoma Room 
“Collaboration in Online Tutoring” 

Kristen Garrison, Ashley Campana  

Midwestern State University 

This workshop will ask participants to take an active role in an ongoing research project 

exploring ethical strategies for asynchronous tutoring. After briefly explaining their project and a 

specific strategy for responding to email submissions, the facilitators will invite participants to 

apply the strategies to a sample of drafts. The workshop will conclude with an open conversation 

about the degree to which the strategy preserves a collaborative relationship between the tutor 

and student writer. 
 

 

B4. Panel Session, Case Study Room 1 
“Consulting Students with Visual and Hearing Impairments: Applying Practical 

Knowledge” 

Sara Carney, Jenni Marshall, Mary-Beth Schaefer 

Texas A&M University 

In our session, we plan to discuss the most effective methods for actively engaging and 

accommodating students with visual and hearing impairments. We will also discuss how these 

consultations differ from others and how to be adaptable, as consultants, to the student’s needs. 

Additionally, we will introduce the research that has been done and provide scenarios and 

examples to illustrate how to best facilitate practical knowing in the student. 
 

 

B5. Panel Session, Case Study Room 2 
“From Passivity to Participation: Reimagining the Writing Center at The University of 

Arkansas at Monticello” 

Julie Platt, Jennifer Jackson, Shane Curry, Brontë Spencer, J.T. Henderson  

University of Arkansas at Monticello 

Panelists 1 & 2: The Director and Assistant Director will speak about the challenges posed by 

historical (mis)perceptions of the identity and function of UAM’s Writing Center, and how 

Writing Center staff are working to change these perceptions. 

 

Panelist 3: A second-year consultant will speak about his experiences before and during the shift 

in management and how the shift is helping consultants and writers grow. 

 

Panelist 4: A first-year consultant will speak about student resistance to the changes and how 

staff have navigated that resistance. 

 

Panelist 5: A first-year consultant will speak about becoming an advocate for the Center, and for 

a stronger writing culture at UAM. 
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C Block, Friday, 1:30-2:45pm 
 
C1. Grand Narrative, Case Study Room 1 
“Spatial Representations of Equality in the Writing Center” 

Suzanne Shedd 

Abilene Christian University 

My session will be delivered through the media of a traditional paper and a Prezi, in which I 

discuss the importance of equality in the Writing Center and how this can be established through 

spatial elements. Space can have a profound rhetorical impact on its inhabitants, and as writing 

center tutors and directors, we should be conscious of the message we are sending to our clients 

through the physical environment. 

 

“Arrested Development: Community College Writing Centers and Our Struggle to Evolve” 

Natalie Smith 

Baton Rouge Community College 

Through a comparison to characters of the popular sitcom Arrested Development, this 

presentation will explore some of the major issues, misconceptions, and external factors that 

limit community college writing centers’ ability to move away from the classification of a 

remediation lab toward that of an entirely collaborative, dialogic center. 
 

 

C2. Professionalization, Oklahoma Room 
“After Being a Writing Center Director” 

James McDonald  

University of Louisiana at Lafayette 

How do former writing center directors discuss writing centers, and how do former directors now 

in other administrative positions help shape writing center discourse? I will address these 

questions by comparing my own discourse as a former director, now department head, with the 

published texts of other former directors such as Jeanne Simpson. 

 

“Multimodal Composing in the South Central Writing Centers Association” 

Meghan Roe 

Texas Christian University 

Using data gathered from an online survey sent to the SCWCA listserv, the speaker investigates 

the status of multimodal composing in the South Central Writing Centers Association. Although 

most respondents have not encountered many multimodal texts, the vast majority believe that 

helping students with these projects should be an important part of writing center work. The 

speaker suggests that these findings present an opportunity for writing center administrators to 

promote multimodal composing on their campuses. 
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C3. Workshop, Exhibit Room 1 
“What the Writing Center Taught Me: A Protocol for Responding to Writers” 

Sally Crisp 

University of Arkansas at Little Rock 

I propose to offer a “protocol” for responding to writers. I’ll begin with a writing prompt for 

session participants, next provide the protocol (with some explanation of whys and hows, of 

underlying theory), and then ask participants to practice the protocol in pairs. To conclude I’ll 

ask the group to discuss how the protocol worked, how it might be used in the writing center and 

in other settings, and how it advances a student-centered pedagogy, no matter the setting. 
 
 

C4. Workshop, Exhibit Room 2 
“Applying Love Languages to Tutoring Techniques: Knowing How to Effectively 

Communicate With Students” 

Clinton Morrison, Christ Foster, Caitlyn Goodpasture, Anthony Bagwell 

Sam Houston State University 

Our presentation will discuss how each tutee has their own Tutoring language by applying 

certain concepts from Gary Chapman’s The 5 Love Languages: The Secret to Love that Lasts. 

We will explore how a Tutoring Language is based on the tutee’s preferred method of 

affirmation, and by learning the specific Tutoring language of a tutee, we will look at ways the 

tutor can be more confident in positively influencing the session. 
 

C5. Panel Session, Case Study Room 2 
“Tutors as Literacy Sponsors” Part 1 

Ron Brooks, Rebecca Damron, Cara Ernzen, Leah Palmer, Elena McLaughlin  

Oklahoma State University 

The members of this panel session will read from their autoethnographies, an assignment from a 

combined composition/writing center pedagogy class. The students addressed the research 

question “What is the relationship between my development as a writer and my role as a literacy 

sponsor?” Panel organizers will discuss the advantages and disadvantages to taking this unique 

approach to tutor education. 
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D Block, Friday, 3:00-4:15pm 
 
D1. Communication, Exhibit Room 1 
“Learning to Tutor: Known Knowns, Known Unknowns, and Unknown Unknowns” 

Kirsten Komara  

Schreiner University 

Geoffrey Pullum explains that "known knowns" focuses on knowledge we are aware of 

knowing; "known unknowns" recognizes areas of ignorance we acknowledge; "unknown 

unknowns" emphasizes the importance of our unacknowledged areas of ignorance. I will discuss 

methods of Writing Center peer tutoring that acknowledge "unknown unknowns" in order to 

show that writing center peer tutoring develops communication skills, critical thinking, and 

creativity because it requires the risk of facing the unknown in each new tutorial. 

 

“Arrogance is the Enemy: Balancing Confidence and Humility in Tutor Training” 

Steve Sherwood  

Texas Christian University 

This presentation will discuss the roles of arrogance and humility in writing tutorials, applying 

the Zen notion of the "beginner's mind" to tutor training and exploring the need to train 

arrogance out of writing center tutors. 
 

 

D2. Individual Sessions, Theme: Tutor-Instructor Collaboration, Exhibit Room 2 
“The Writing Conference: A Practice in the Dialectic” 

Jeaneen Canfield  

Oklahoma State University 

This is a multi-modal presentation of a paper which discusses the implications of a partnership 

between Writing Centers and Composition instruction. Informed by the theory of the dialectic as 

well as compositional theory, I argue that the writing conference is an integral component of not 

only the writing process, but the classroom culture as well. 

 

“‘What Should I Write?’: Agency and Feminist Pedagogy in Writing Center Sessions and 

Teacher Conferences” 

Rachel Chapman 

Oklahoma State University 

I plan to deliver an oral presentation of Writing Center sessions and teacher conferences, 

specifically focusing on the rhetorical strategies in each situation and how they influence student 

agency. I also plan to incorporate visuals to convey the geographical positions of students to 

tutors and teachers. 

 

“‘Alright.’ ‘OK.’ ‘Umm’: Researching Student Response to Tutor Feedback” 

Gail Nash  

Oklahoma Christian University 

Over the last twenty years a limited number of research studies have examined the effect of 

writing center tutorials on student writing. This research presentation seeks to add to that 

research base by presenting results from a collaborative study between a composition professor 

and writing center tutor.  
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D3. Panel Session and Workshop, Oklahoma Room 
“‘I Need to Take Deep Breaths and Not Stress as Much (Which Is All the Time)’: Using 

Personality Inventories to Consider Consultant Performance” 

Kevin Davis, Lydia Speaker, Tori Watson 

East Central University 

In the presentational part of this session, we will explore three personality/learning inventories 

which can be used to help writing center consultants self-assess their own strengths. We hope to 

describe the inventories, to show how they might be used in a writing center, and to describe 

what happened in our writing center when consultants were asked to use one such inventory to 

suggest ways they might improve their own tutoring performance. In the workshop part of this 

session, we will ask participants to complete one personal inventory, to talk about their own 

scores, and to assess how this knowledge might be facilitated in their writing center duties. 
 

 

D4. Panel Session, Case Study Room 1 
“The Writing Center and Beyond: Marketing Your Tutoring Skill Set” 

Keisha Bedwell, Stephen Sewell, Maria Diosdado, Dylan Bianchini, Kendra Powers 

Schreiner University 

Recognizing that tutors gain valuable experience from the tutoring process, Schreiner University 

Writing Center tutors evaluated the skills they have garnered from their work. This workshop 

will explore methods tutors can use to market these skills outside of the Writing Center. The first 

segment of our presentation will discuss ways to create freelance and community tutoring 

opportunities and the second will address how tutors can effectively market their individual skill 

sets to graduate schools and potential employers. 
 

 

D5. Panel Session, Case Study Room 2 
“Lessons Learned: How Propositional and Experiential Knowledge Transformed A 

Practical Writing Center Into A Presentational Space” 

Allison Holland, Harold Brown, Alex Carroll, Gabriel Decker, Gail Richard, Phillip Smith 

University of Arkansas at Little Rock 

This panel presentation covers three areas of evolution in a 33 year old writing center.  

Part 1: Collaborative, Communicative, and Enthusiastic: Building Writing Center Team Spirit in 

a Volunteer Environment; Presenters: Gail Richard & Dr. Allison Holland 

 

Part 2: Adaptability & Preparedness: Helping Clients Conquer New Horizons 

Presenters: Alex Carroll & Gabriel Decker, University of Arkansas at Little Rock 

 

Part 3: Self-Improvement, Solution Oriented & Mission Conscious: Writing Center 

Opportunities Outside the Writing Center. 
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E Block, Friday, 4:30-5:45pm 
 
E1. Recalcitrant Clients, Exhibit Room 1 
“What Would You Do? Encountering Reluctant Clients in the Writing Center” 

Katelyn Jaynes  

University of Texas at Arlington 

A 25 minute presentation on strategies to engage the reluctant participant. 

 

“Extra Credit and the Consultant ‘God Complex’” 

Maribeth Shaffer  

Oklahoma State University 

I will read a reflection/autoethnography that has been formatted for oral presentation. It will 

include audio/visual aids. 
 

 

E2. Online Tutoring (1), Exhibit Room 2 
“Baby Steps: Our First Stages in Developing an OWL” 

Denise Rogers  

University of Louisiana at Lafayette 

This session will focus on our experience in developing an online writing lab for our distance 

learning students in our Nursing programs (RN-BSN, Master's, and DNP). I intend to share our 

experience, and I hope to get advice from others. 

 

“Evaluative Language in Online Tutor Comments: Just Say No?” 

Candace Shaefer  

Texas A&M University 

Although our training discouraged using evaluative language, consultants were still making 

evaluative comments on online submissions. We told them to stop it. Not surprisingly, 

consultants responded by making watered-down evaluative comments. Ultimately, we 

acknowledged that all online comments are in some way evaluative, prompting us to find 

creative ways to respond to writers online. We will present the results of our exploration and 

changes we made to our “just say no to evaluation” training practices. 

 

 

E3. Workshop, Oklahoma Room 
“Once Upon a Time (in a writing center): How Storytelling Can Enhance Practical 

Knowledge” 

Diana North, Ivy Kaminsky, Ann Nelson 

University of Houston-Clear Lake 

Our workshop will explore the use of storytelling as an effective strategy for the writing 

conference and beyond. Drawing from writing center literature and interviews with tutors, we 

will demonstrate how storytelling can provide session focus and structure, enhance learning, 

build rapport, and create bonds through shared experience. 
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E4. Panel Session, Case Study Room 1 
“In or Out: Exploring the Closet Metaphor in Writing Centers and Composition 

Classrooms” 

John Andrews, Jenna Bazzell, Hillary Coenen, Bryce McCleary 

Oklahoma State University 

We all know there is often more in the closet than just the LGBTQ labels. This panel intends to 

illuminate the diverse approaches to the closet metaphor in terms of ideology and performance in 

the classroom and writing center by taking a personal, reflective look at the modes of discourse 

available to those who are closeted. 
 

 

E5. Panel Session, Case Study Room 1 
“Tutors as Literacy Sponsors” Part 2 

Rebecca Damron, Ron Brooks, Laura Tunningley, Yelin Zhao 

Oklahoma State University 

The members of this panel session will read from their autoethnographies, an assignment from a 

combined composition/writing center pedagogy class. The students addressed the research 

question “What is the relationship between my development as a writer and my role as a literacy 

sponsor?” Panel organizers will discuss the advantages and disadvantages to taking this unique 

approach to tutor education. 
 

 

E6. Poster Presentations, Starlight Terrace 
“Making Connections” 

Lindsey Butler  

Texas A&M 

At the Texas A&M writing center, we have branched out into other communications fields 

besides solely writing. Our budding program for speaking consultations has taken off rapidly, 

and shows potential for further growth. One obstacle that must be overcome in this process is the 

misconception that writing and speaking consultations are vastly different. While there are slight 

adjustments that must be made, there are many similarities between the typical writing 

consultation and oral presentations. My partner and I wish to analyze the requirements of oral 

presentation consultations, and compare them to the requirements of the more familiar writing 

consultation, pointing out the significant similarities and addressing ways to approach the 

differences. 

 

“High School Writing Centers” 

Ashlin Hunter, Raife Johnson, Blake Mueller, Chris Pina, Katrina Haan, Kendra Jump, David 

Chacon, Paige Taylor, Emily Nelson, Sydnee Dimick, Dao Le 

Stillwater High School 

This poster will present the history of the Stillwater High School Writing Center and ongoing 

first-hand experiences of being part of one of the only peer-to-peer high school centers in the 

state.  
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“Flow in the Writing Center” 

Leigh Hibbard  

University of Oklahoma  

This poster will present a brief summary of how Csikszentmihalyi's concept of flow can be 

applied to work in the Writing Center. The poster will briefly explain the concept of flow, 

highlight key creativity research relating to the concept of flow in education, and present 

methods consultants can use in the Writing Center that can foster conditions that will promote 

the experience of flow for writers. 

 

“Not Yet: Instilling a Growth Mindset in the Writing Center” 

Jordan Woodward  

University of Oklahoma 

The growth mindset, discussed by Psychologist Carol Dweck and others, proposes a frame of 

mind in which individuals look at their abilities and intelligence more fluidly, as opposed to 

fixed. I will review literature on the growth mindset by Carol Dweck and others, observe 

consultations, and interview writers and consultants to illuminate what strategies and ways of 

interacting foster growth mindsets in a writing center. Encouraging a growth mindset in the 

Writing Center is essential to the goal of collaborative learning and spreading self-confidence to 

writers across disciplines. 
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Saturday, March 8 

 

F Block, Saturday, 8:45-10:00am 
 
F1. Empowerment, Case Study Room 1 
“Experiential Knowledge in the Writing Center: From a Black Feminist Perspective” 

Shantel Buggs 

University of Texas at Austin 

The possibility of working with marginalized student populations requires a consideration of 

how experiential knowledge is operating in the writing center. By considering the various forms 

of knowledge through a black feminist perspective, I argue that we – as tutors, mentors, 

instructors or administrators – can develop/implement strategies to not only build rapport with 

students but create spaces where students of varying marginal positions can feel empowered 

through their writing. 

 

“Conveying Academic Expectations in the Writing Center: The not-so-black-and-white 

negotiation of ‘Standard American English’” 

Ho'omana Horton  

Oklahoma State University 

My session will primarily be a traditional presentation with a time for discussion and questions at 

the end. 

 

“Emotive Response: Developing Ethical Cognizance in the Writing Center” 

Katherine Kirkpatrick  

Clarkson College 

This presentation encourages writing centers to take their ethical temperature via emotive 

response. Using James Rest’s model of moral behavior, specifically moral sensitivity, we will 

probe the natural emotive responses to various scenarios that may indicate when a scenario is 

ethically charged and discuss encouraging staff to trust these responses, yielding a more ethically 

cognizant writing center. 
 

 

F2. Tutor Training, Oklahoma Room 
“‘Extended Epistemology’ and a Client's First Visit to the Writing Center” 

Thadeus Bowerman  

Texas A&M University 

Heron and Reason (2001) prescribe four phases of co-operative inquiry. The first phase involves 

two (or more) researchers focusing on a particular subject and establishing the questions they 

want to ask, similar to the first moments of a writing center consultation. The beginning of a 

client’s first consultation is important in establishing consultation as a cooperative endeavor. 

Practical methods for productively using these initial moments are necessary in establishing a 

useful environment for co-operative inquiry. 
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“Reconstitution: Using Small Group Instruction to Develop Graduate Student Agency” 

Don Moore 

University of Memphis 

This session argues that crafting a self-sustaining graduate Writing Initiative assists in redefining 

and articulating graduate student agency in the humanities and helps build bridges within the 

English department by fostering collaboration in an otherwise isolated research setting. 
 

“‘Cultivating Authority Within and Across Social Worlds’: Engaging Writers at Different 

Sites to Change Attitudes about Writing” 

Sarah Roche, Stephanie Cerna, Rita Lopez 

Sul Ross State University Rio Grande College 

For this session, we will deliver the presentation about the goals and outcomes of offering a 

writing center course for undergraduates, instructors, and writing center tutors and staff. 

Handouts including course materials and mini conference materials will be provided. The 

presenters will save time for discussion. 
 

 

F3. Workshop, Exhibit Room 1 
“We Just Wanna Have Fun: Fun Theory in the Writing Center” 

Megan Baird, Joshua Ibarra, Allison Douglass, Clinton Wagoner, Courtney Harville 

Midwestern State University 

Fun Theory prompts behavior change by incorporating “fun” elements into ordinary work 

environments. This workshop will reveal ways that Fun Theory can affect the learning process in 

Writing Centers. To demonstrate Fun Theory’s effectiveness, facilitators will lead participants in 

mock sessions that incorporate strategies used in Midwestern State University’s Writing Center. 

Following the activity, the facilitators will conclude with a discussion about the behaviors 

modified during the mock sessions. 
 

 

F4. Workshop, Exhibit Room 2 
“Sharing What We Know: Celebrate and Participate with the SCWCA Newsletter” 

Alanna Bitzel, Sara Kelm, Shelby Ricks, Jarod Daily, Meleah Bowles 

University of Texas at Austin 

The SCWCA is excited to announce the launch of its new newsletter in fall 2014. The newsletter 

will reflect and tangibly represent the four ways of knowing –experiential, presentational, 

propositional, and practical–in action in our region. In this 75-minute participatory workshop, 

audience members will meet the newsletter team; learn about the history, contents, and editorial 

processes of the newsletter; and produce a collection of experiences that will actually appear in 

the inaugural issue. 

 

F5. Panel Session, Case Study Room 2 
“Embracing the Participatory Turn From Start to Finish” 

Tracy-Lynn Clough, Todd Womble, Lori Jacobs, Luke Tesdal 

University of Texas at Arlington 

In addition to traditional oral presentations, we will ask attendees to participate in a survey that 

we have had all of our current staff members take and will require of all future tutor candidates, 

and a 'group project' that is now one of our hiring protocols. 
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G Block, Saturday, 10:15-11:30am 

 
G1. Individual Sessions, Theme: Participatory, Exhibit Room 1 
“Engaging with Students in Virtual Appointments” 

Lori Arnold 

University of Houston-Clear Lake 

In my presentation, I will discuss the ways that I have found the environment of my own 

university’s virtual writing center effective in helping students to become engaged participants in 

writing consultations, which helps them to embrace learning experientially. I will also explore 

ways that I have been able to transfer some of the concepts from online consultations to face-to-

face consultations. I plan to use a powerpoint presentation to provide visual examples from 

virtual consultations conducted at our writing center. 

 

“The HSU Writing Center Twenty-five years of Fun, Frustration, and Fulfilment” 

Martha Dale Cooley  

Henderson State University 

This will be a historical review of HSU's Writing Center and highlight some of the funny, 

frustrating, and fulfilling moments we have had. 

 

“Composition and Service Learning: Incorporating Experiential, Presentational, and 

Practical Knowing into a First Year Writing Course” 

Ashley Edlin  

Wayland Baptist University 

During this session, I plan to discuss the positive benefits of incorporating service learning 

activities into a first year writing course in ways that allow for experiential, presentational, and 

practical knowing. The presentation will include a general overview of composition and service 

learning, case studies that have been recently conducted concerning the use of composition and 

service learning in a first year writing course, proposed future application, and a brief question 

and answer session. 
 

 

G2. Online Tutoring (2), Exhibit Room 2 
“Creation not Emulation: Designing Online Workspaces for the Internet Age” 

Jake Gebhardt  

Sam Houston State University 

This presentation explores the theories and practices behind creating, designing, and managing a 

workspace tailor-made for online tutoring. Instead of trying to emulate a traditional tutoring 

workspace and practices, this presentation argues that online tutoring is a completely separate 

entity that should be treated as such with rules, practices, and guidelines designed for online 

tutoring, not adapted for it. 
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“Changing the Channel: Adapting Communication Theory to Online Tutoring Practices” 

Ashley Saunders, Matt Bennett, Kyle Maguire 

Sam Houston State University 

This presentation seeks to examine the communication model as it functions within the tutoring 

session. While all components of the model influence tutoring sessions, the primary focus of this 

presentation will be to discuss the various challenges presented by channel noise during online 

tutoring sessions in comparison to face-to-face sessions. 

 

 

G3. Panel Session and Workshop, Oklahoma Room 
“Working in the Writing (De)Center” 

Rachel Jackson, Katie Bramlett, Jennifer Johnson, Amanda Kis, Michael Mohon, Gul Nahar 

University of Oklahoma 

This 75-minute session demonstrates how participation works at the OU Writing Center. We will 

set up four small talking circles where writing consultants will 1.) present the work they do at the 

writing center, and 2.) foreground the positive ways in which their work “decenters” them 

through constant encounters with new people, disciplines, and ideas. After an introduction 

segment, participants will spend ten minutes at each circle, and then come back together for 

whole-group discussion. 
 

 

G4. Panel Session, Case Study Room 1 
“Colorful Personalities and Collaboration in the Writing Center: Using The People Color 

Code” 

Amber Hunsaker, Cody Parish, Ginger Bartush 

Midwestern State University 

This session will explain how The People Color Code Personality Test divides participants into 

“colors” (red, blue, white, and yellow), how different “colors” interact within the Writing Center, 

and how tutors can utilize their respective color to make collaboration more effective. Through 

group activities and collaborative exercises, attendees will learn about this personality test and 

experience, first-hand, how different colored personalities interact. 
 

 

G5. Panel Session, Case Study Room 2 
“Knowing How to Collaborate Between Different Disciplines” 

David Rodriguez, Jessica Story, Scott Peel, Sarah Parijs 

University of Texas at Arlington 

Our panel builds on the participation of peer relations from multiple education levels in order to 

focus on the change in students' needs according to academic standing. We will be concentrating 

on interdisciplinary studies and how Writing Centers should interact with these students, who are 

not necessarily familiar with standard writing conventions. 
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Bedford St. Martins Presents 

 
 

LearningCurve is an adaptive quizzing and personalized learning program that puts the concept 

of "testing to learn" into action. Based on research on how students learn, LearningCurve really 

works: Game-like quizzing motivates students to engage with their course, and reporting tools 

help teachers get a handle on what their class needs to focus on. View the demo below to learn 

how LearningCurve can work for you and your students. 

learningcurveworks.com 

kate.jones@macmillan.com 
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