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Create dangerously, for people who read dangerously.
... Writing, knowing in part that no matter how trivial

your words may seem, someday, somewhere, someone
may risk his or her life to read them.

  
― Edwidge Danticat
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Literary Historical American Identity

In this course, we will be honing writing skills for Indigenous studies with emphasis on writing for and with community and
against patriarchy, racism, and settler colonialism. Through this course, you will work towards becoming more aware of
your writing process: which means being mindful (and sometimes critical) of your thinking process, your drafting process,
your revising process, and your writing habits. While much of this course is about preparing you to write in academic
contexts, we will also be examining the structures that (re)produce and maintain writing as a system of power and
oppression. Addressing concepts such as positionality, citational politics, and writing against racism, among others, we will
work together to write against that system while holding space for Indigenous voices and decolonial politics.

  
FNIS 300 is geared specifically for students in the First Nations and Indigenous Studies Program. We focus on developing
and honing writing skills used in an FNIS practicum placement, or in working with/for an Indigenous community
organization. Assignments include, an annotated bibliography, literature review, research statement, and op-ed article.
Dependent on availability, lectures include visits by Indigenous scholars and authors.

  
To get the most out of this course, you will need to attend all classes, complete all assignments, actively participate in the
peer review processes, engage critically with the materials, and be willing to push your critical thinking, reading, and
writing abilities.

 

Course Description 
 

Objectives
 

Identify key genres used to disseminate research in critical Indigenous studies and recognize those genres’ academic

and political roles;
 

Name and deploy writing features and strategies commonly used in writing for the Social Sciences and the Humanities;
 

Summarize and analyze scholarly texts using close reading, discourse analysis, feminist critique, and critical race studies;
 

Collect, analyze, and deploy a corpus of scholarly texts towards a topic in critical Indigenous studies;
 

Critically and productively review your peers’ writing;
 

Carry out a research project with confidence using writing studies and critical Indigenous studies methods. 
 

Upon successful completion of this course, you will be able to:
 

Participation 
 Peer Reviews
 Writing Journal 

 Summary and Response
Research Statement
Annotated Bibliography
Literature Review 

 Op-ed 
 

ASSESSMENT 
 

100%
 

10% 
 10% 
 10% 
 5% (x2)

 15%
 10%
 15%
 20%
  

GRADING SCALE (OR BAKING A GREAT CAKE) 
 

A: Excellent; demonstrates an exceptional grasp of subject
matter and shows intellectual courage, creativity, and depth.

 B: Good; goes well beyond basic expectations.
 C: Adequate; meets basic expectations of assignment.

 D: Inadequate; substantial content/structure errors,
omissions, or 

 F: Failureto meet assignment requirements.
 

A: Wow—you took the basic chocolate cake recipe and
turned it into an amazing sweet-cream fudge cake delight
that tastes divine and looks amazing! The extra time and
attention were well spent!

 B: A delicious chocolate cake with fudgy layers. Nothing
fancy, but it tastes quite good; shows real care.

 C: A basic chocolate cake that follows the recipe. Tastes
fine, but not a lot of attention to detail.

 D: Something’s off—maybe you used salt instead of sugar?
 F: I didn’t ask for a tofu dog.

 

 I do want to create art beyond rage. Rage is a place to
begin, but not end. I’m not as wise as my work, but I
know if I take the writing deep enough, something
larger and greater than myself will flash forth and

illuminate me, heal me. I do want to devour my demons
—despair, grief, shame, fear—and use them to nourish

my art. Otherwise they’ll devour me.
  

―Sandra Cisneros
 

Course Texts 
 

Younging, Gregory. Elements of Indigenous Style: A Guide for Writing by and
about Indigenous Peoples. Brush Education, 2018.

  
All other texts are available online, through the UBC library, or will be made
available on Canvas.

 

The purpose of a writer is to keep civilization
from destroying itself.

  
― Albert Camus

 

COURSE REQUIREMENTS & POLICIES 
 

Students failing to complete ALL assignments will receive a failing grade for the course.
 You must bring full drafts of the required assignment to peer review sessions. 

 Failure to attend peer review will result in half credit for your final paper grade.
 In the circumstance that you have documented excuse to miss peer review, you still must email me your

full draft. Failure to do so will result in half credit for your final paper grade.
 Late papers will be accepted with a penalty of 7% per day up to a maximum of 7 days (weekends

included). After the assignment is one week late, your paper will not be accepted and you will
effectively fail the course.

 Readings that are provided via Canvas must be printed out and brought to class.
 Email inquiries will be answered as expediently as possible, but not guaranteed (e.g. especially if your

email comes in the night before a paper is due). Treat emails to me and your classmates as formal
correspondence and thus with the appropriate language and salutations. I typically answer emails
during regular working hours: 9am-5pm, Monday-Friday.

 Falling asleep, text messaging, surfing/chatting on the internet, listening to music, etc., during class is
a major irritation to your professor. I reserve the right to ask you to leave the class and mark you down
for an absence in the case of disrespectful or disruptive behaviour.

 In this class, we will be talking about topics that may be controversial and personal in nature. As a
member of this class, you will agree to be considerate and respectful and abide by UBC Student Code of
Conduct: https://students.ubc.ca/campus-life/student-code-conduct. If you feel that the Student
Conduct Code has been violated, you should inform me or the FNIS Program Chair. 

 

Attendance 
 Attendance is required and will be recorded. More than three absences will result in a failing grade for the class.

There is no differentiation between excused and unexcused absences for this course; you should “save” your
absences for emergencies. Missing appointments with me without at least 4 hours’ notice will also be marked
down as an absence. If you are more than 15 minutes late for class, you will be marked down for an absence.
Students who are tardy (i.e. 5-15 minutes late) twice, will be marked down for an absence.  If you are absent from
class, it is your responsibility to find out about homework assignments or schedule changes and get class notes.
Furthermore, if an assignment is due on a day that you will be absent, plan for a classmate to turn it in for you. If
circumstances arise that make it difficult for you to come to class or to complete your assigned work, please
inform me immediately. Do not wait until the end of the semester, when it becomes much harder and sometimes
impossible to make accommodations in a way that is fair to both you and the other students in the class. 

 

Essay Format
 

Policy 
 

Revision
 

All of your essays must be typed in Times New Roman font in size 12, double-spaced (unless specified otherwise).  There
should be one-inch margins around the entire page and your last name and page number should be on the top of each
page.  You must follow the format outlined by the Modern Language Association (MLA)including proper citation of
sources within your texts and a corresponding list of “works cited” when needed.   

  
All papers should include an original title that accurately reflects the content of your essay.  Please do not turn in
assignments that are titled “Essay #2”; be creative.Students who deliberately alter the essay format specifications in
order to make your essay longer or shorter will be marked down a letter grade on their papers. 

 

For all writing assignments, you will be given the

opportunity to revise your paper; I will average

the two papers’ grades and replace your original

grade (assuming, of course, that the revised

paper has a higher grade). 
 

 

You must meet with me before you turn in your

revision. Within five days of the assignment, you

should turn in 1) the paper with my comments

on it 2) your revised piece 3) a one-page

reflection detailing what you changed, why, and

what you have learned in the process. 
 

If you are or think you are differently abled and therefore

need support, please contact Access and Diversity and notify

me of your eligibility for reasonable accommodations. We

can then plan how best to coordinate your accommodations.

For more information about Access and Diversity

visit https://students.ubc.ca/about-student-services/access-

diversity
 

Accommodation 
 

This classroom will not tolerate academic misconduct. As stated in
UBC's Code of Academic Conduct: You will receive an immediate 

 F for a paper, and in some cases, an F for the course for blatant
attempts at plagiarism. In order to prevent such scenarios, take the
time to learn MLA guidelines for citations in your essay. In short,
don’t plagiarize and do your own work. For more on UBC’s
academic misconduct policy
visit http://www.calendar.ubc.ca/Vancouver/index.cfm?
tree=3,54,111,959

 

Plagarism
 

Writing Resources at UBC 
 

Centre for Writing and Scholarly Communication
 

UBC Learning Commons (free appointments
available for writing consultations)

 
Short video on the writing process produced by
the Learning Commons

 
List of resources compiled by the Learning
Commons

 
Avoiding Plagarism 

 
How to cite your sources

 
10 tips to up your writing game (UBC Student
Services)

 
MLA styleguide 

 

...which causes me to wonder, my
own purpose on so many days as

humble as the spider's, what is
beautiful that I make? What is

elegant? What feeds the world?
  

― Louise Erdrich,  The Painted Drum
 

Assignment
Descriptions

 

Participation 
 

To receive a minimum of a Cfor your participation grade, you are expected to show up to class on
time and prepared. This means that you have finished your assigned reading and/or writing
assignment for that class period and are ready for discussion. Students who contribute to making
the classroom a dynamic space that encourages conversation and respectful engagement will
receive an A. Some students may not be comfortable speaking in front of the class; you can still be
an active member of the class by meeting with me individually to discuss your work or the class
readings, or by making regular contributions to the course hashtag (#FNIS300) on Twitter.

 

Peer review is an important part of this class and of the academic writing process. The objective
of this assignment is to get you acquainted with both receiving andgiving focused, generous, and
critical feedback. When we talk about critical feedback, we don’t mean feedback that undercuts
or denounces a piece of writing. Critical feedback reads with the author, as opposed
to against them, in an attempt to build on arguments and to ensure that an author’s ideas are been
communicated as clearly and effectively as possible. Good feedback is not simply about glad-
handing an article either. I know very few authors whose first drafts do not have room for
improvement. In fact, one of the first pieces we will be reading for this class is Anne Lamott’s
short essay, “Shitty First Drafts.” Like all writing, learning to give generative feedback, that is
feedback that improves writing without dismissing an author’s ideas or style, is a skill. And
learning to receive critical feedback, that is incorporate your peers’ suggestions into your own
work without spiraling into self-doubt, will massively benefit your writing career. 

  
There will be a peer review for each of the following assignments: both the Summary and
Response papers; Literature Review; Research Statement; and the Op-ed. You must be in class
and actively working with a partner to receive credit for peer review. Peer review must include at
least one “critical” (see above definition) piece of writtenfeedback. I will mark these assignments
in class on check-plus (86%), check (75%), check-minus (62%) scale. You can miss ONE peer
review without penalty. All other absences will be counted as a 0.

  
See the below schedule for peer-review dates. 

 

Peer Reviews 
 

Writing Journal
 

Learning to write more effectively means being attentive to your own strengths and weaknesses
as a writer. The writing journal assignment asks you to reflect on your writerly practice and to
build strategies for improvement. You are responsible for writing at least seven entries for this
class: one for each writing assignment (summary and response, annotated bibliography,
literature review, research statement, op-ed) as well as an introductory and concluding
statement. You are of course welcome to write more if you feel it is beneficial. Below are some
tips to get you started:

  
 

1)The first entry should be an introduction.. In it document what you see as
your strengths as a writer and what you hope to improve on in the class. 

  
2)The writing assignment entries are reflections on your writing process for
that particular assignment. Some questions to consider (you DO NO have to
answer them all): What do you need to work on? Were there times you felt
stuck or frustrated? Did you use an outline or brainstorming tool? How many
times did you revise? What was your revision process? What time of day did
you write at? Where did you write? What did the instructor’s feedback tell you
about your writing? How would you revise to respond to that feedback?

  
3)The concluding statement should be composed at the end of the class. Here,
reflect on your journey as a writer in FNIS 300, what you have learned and
what you wish had been included or expanded upon.  

 

Writing journals are submitted three time, in hardcopy, over the terms (see course schedule).
Each time you submit you should include all entries up until that point, including instructor
feedback. I would suggest purchasing a cheap notebook for this purpose. 

 

Summary & Response
 

The article you must summarize and respond to for this assignment is Vicente Diaz’s “In the
Wake of Mata ‘pang’s Canoe: The Cultural and Political Possibilities of Indigenous Discursive
Flourish” publishedin Critical Indigenous Studies: Engagements from First World Locations (available
via Canvas). This piece was awarded the “Most Thought-Provoking Article” prize at the 2017
meeting of the Native American Indigenous Studies Association (NAISA), so I expect it to
generate lots of discussion and critical engagement. 

  
Summary and response are key elements of academic writing, but students often conflate the
two or offer too much of one and not enough of the other. For this assignment you will be asked
to summarize and respond to the same article in two separate papers.

 

Paper #1: Summary
 

In paper #1 you must summarize the article. That is, you must a) identify what is most
important in the text in question and b) restate it in your own words using relatively few
direct quotations. Summary necessarily omits information, so it is always shorter than
the original text. Summary does not the original authors examples or supporting ideas
unless they are central to the main argument. Summaries are written using full sentences
and paragraphs. No point form.

 

Steps to writing an effective summary:   
 

A summary begins with an introductory statement that identifies the author
and title of the text in question.

 Following the introductory statement, summarize the thesis of the text using
your own words (no quotations).A summary should contain all the major
points of a text. Break these points down into paragraphs with clear and
direct topic sentences.[1] It is acceptable to include two, three, or four points
in a single paragraph, provided they fit within the mandate of your topic
sentence.

 Like all writing, summaries use transitionary sentences between paragraphs.
 Summaries rely on specific information from the source text. Never resort to

vague generalities.
 If you quote the text you must cite it properly using MLA style.

 A summary contains only the ideas of the source text. Do not insert your own
opinions, interpretations, or analysis. Do not include secondary sources.

 Like all writing, summaries are written towards a specific audience and
purpose. For the purposes of this class your audience is a third- or fourth-year
FNIS student. Summaries are not written under the assumption that your
reader is familiar with the text. Imagine you are teaching the text to an
informed and intelligent friend who forgot to read it for an exam. Their grade
is contingent on how carefully and concisely you are able to relay the
information.

  
[1]See Virginia Kearney, “How to Write a Great Topic
Sentence,” https://owlcation.com/academia/How-to-Write-a-Great-T opic-Sentence

 

Paper #2: Response
 

You may only begin paper #2 after paper #1 has been peer-reviewed and approved
by your instructor. Unlike the summary, the response paper details YOUR opinions
about the article. A good response paper is well-organized and, most
importantly, persuasive, meaning it cites facts, examples, and personal experiences
that support or refute the arguments in the source text.    

 

Steps to writing an effective response:
 

A good response begins with a clear and concise thesis statement. The thesis
statement establishes whether you agree or disagree with the original author
and summarizes, as directly as possible, why you agree or disagree. Thesis
statements DO NOT need to be one sentence long. But they are most often no
longer than three sentences long. 

 Thesis statements can and should be revised as you write your response. After
writing your first draft re-read your thesis. Does it still make sense? Has your
argument gone in a different direction? Is there anything you need to add or
delete? 

 Thesis statements should be the firstand last things you write in any
argumentative paper, including a response paper. 

 Develop your thesis with clear and concise body paragraphs with transition and
topic sentences.

 Remember your audience and your purpose (see summary steps). Be clear,
accurate, objective, and support all of your ideas with textual evidence or
personal experience. 

 You may cite secondary sources in the response, but it is not required. 
 When critiquing or reflecting on a specific portion of the source text, use direct

quotations (properly formatted) or concise summary.
 Like the summary, a good response is specific. Stay away from generalities. 

 End your response with a concisely organized summary of your argument and
leave your reader with a final thought about what they should do, think, or
understand now that they have read your argument. 

 

There's really no such thing as the
'voiceless'. There are only the
deliberately silenced, or the preferably
unheard.
 
― Arundhati Roy, 

 

Research Statement
 

A research statement is a one- to three-page document often required when applying to graduate
school or to an academic position. The research statement describes the trajectory of your research
to a selection committee. It is tightly organized, concisely written, and constructed so as to
generate excitement and interest in your topic. A good research statement:

 

Demonstrates that you are an independent researcher with concrete knowledge of the field
 Showcases your abilities as a writer and knowledge disseminator

 Lays out your short-term and long-term research goals
 

For this assignment you must draft a one-page research statement on a topic in Indigenous studies.
Choose something of interest to you that you would like to learn more about. It is permissible to
draft a research statement out of a paper you have written for another FNIS class. Ideally this
research statement will form the foundation of your annotated bibliography and literature review,
but that is not a requirement. 

 

Steps to writing an effective research statement:
 

Start with a catchy and succinct title that captures the tone and scope of
your research. A good tile predicts the content of the paper. It also uses
keywords that will make it easily searchable by your potential audience.
Use a two-phrase structure with a colon separating the phrases. For
example, “Coded Territories: Tracing Indigenous Pathways in New Media
Art” (Loft & Swanson).  

 Opening paragraph. Make your opening paragraph count. The audience
for a research statement is most often overworked faculty with dozens of
statements to get through in a limited amount of time. There is no time for
throat-clearing in a research statement. GET TO THE POINT RIGHT
AWAY.

 Carnegie Mellon University suggests three strategies for quickly and
effectively stating your research agenda. The examples are from my own
research:

 
An explicitly stated long-term goal: “My ultimate goal is to bridge the
gap between Indigenous studies and critical technology studies.”

 A clearly stated, specific interest in a field/area of research: “My
primary academic interests are developing community-centered
approaches to critical technology studies through the use of Indigenous
studies methods and theory.” 

 A focused statement of a research problem: “Characterizing Indigenous
new media in the contexts of the digital humanities is a challenging
problem and it gives the opportunity for researchers and community
members to develop new methodologies to address it.”

 

First body paragraph. The first body paragraph should detail your research
question. What is your research trying to find out? What are your goals and
objectives?

 Second body paragraph. Your second body paragraph should go into greater
detail about the state of your field as it stands. How have other scholars
addressed your research question? How have they succeeded? How have they
failed? For instance, if your topic is Indigenous fashion you would summarize
what you see as the primary arguments in the field and point out their
strengths and weaknesses. Use direct quotations sparingly and always cite
your sources. Put what you learned in the summary and response assignments
to work here.

 Third body paragraph. The third body paragraph should detail your
intervention into the existing work. What new ideas/theory/methodology are
you going to bring the topic? What justifies your intervention and what new
knowledge will it result in?

 Concluding paragraph. The concluding paragraph should begin with a summary
of the main points of your research statement. In the concluding statement you
should also discuss why you are the right person to take on this research. End
with a bottom-line statement about what your research will contribute to the
field. 

 You can find examples of research statements written for the Humanities
here: https://www.vpul.upenn.edu/careerservices//writtenmaterials/teachingr
esearchsamples.php

 

For this assignment you must create an annotated bibliography, including 10-12 sources, to
accompany your research statement.

  
An annotated bibliography is a partial list of sources on a given topic including brief descriptions or
evaluations of each entry. You can find an example and more useful references on annotated
bibliographies here: https://wiki.ubc.ca/Library:How_to_Write_an_Annotated_Bibliography

  
This assignment is designed to:

 

Annotated Bibliography
 

Improve your understanding of different types of academic sources and how to access
them.

 Improve your ability to use academic evidence to support and develop an argument
 Develop the skills necessary to do research in Indigenous studies

 Through reading, illustrate the ways in which academic articles are in conversation with
one another.

 

Amateurs sit and wait for inspiration, the rest of us just get up and go to work.
  

― Stephen King
 

Steps for writing your annotated bibliography:
 

Your annotated bibliography must begin with an abstract: (a concise, 1-paragraph
summation of your research statement. You should be able to modify the first body
paragraph from the research statement assignment for this purpose).

 
Your annotated bibliography must adhere to the following rules:

 
At least ONE source must be a physical book that you held with your own two
hands (make sure you check the books on the shelf around the one you choose;
the Dewey decimal system is your friend).

 The rest of the sources can be from books, chapters in edited collections,
feature length articles in newspapers or magazines, or internet sources.

 No more than two internet sources
 MLA formatting.

 At least TWO of your sources must be from academic journals as sourced
through the UBC library databases

 
Once you have chosen and read through your sources, chose four to annotate.
These four sources should be organized around a central theme or idea. To do this
you might a) choose one foundational source (for instance, Franz Fanon’s The
Wretched of the Earth, or Weaver, Womack, & Warrior’s American Indian Literary
Nationalism) and three pieces that respond to it; or b) choose four articles that take
a similar stance on a given topic and illustrate how the different perspectives bring
nuance to the topic or; c) choose two separate pairs of articles that take disparate
approaches to the same topic.

 
Following your abstract, include a heading that indicates the central idea under
which your research is organized. Write one paragraph for each annotated entry.
Each entry should include a properly formatted bibliographical reference, a brief
description of where you found the source (e.g. database name) and the following
information:

 
What question is the chosen piece trying to answer?

 How does the author (or authors) attempt to answer the question? (e.g.
what methodologies do they use?

 What is their evidence from? What evidence are they comparing and/or
contrasting?

 What conclusions does the piece draw? 
 

You must address all three points in each entry. This may require extrapolation.
Perhaps the article does not answer the question it started with. Perhaps the
research question is ambiguous. Read carefully and answer to the best of your
ability.

  
For those entries that you do not annotate, please include a properly formatted
bibliographical entry and a description of where you found it (e.g. which database).  

 

Literature Review
 

Opposed to an annotated bibliography, a literature review is a descriptive summary of research that

has already been conducted. It is not new research. The literature review is written in essay style

with the express purpose of comparing and contrasting the major ideas and themes that are

circulating in the academic discourse on your chosen topic. Literature reviews often function as the

ground from which a new research project or report is developed. They illustrate the contexts in

which the discussion is taking place and articulate to your readers that you are endeavouring on a

project rooted in a solid knowledge base. Literature reviews are also an essential part of the FNIS

practicum, so if you are a FNIS major this is an essential skill! 
  

For this assignment, you are to complete a small-scale literature out of the annotated bibliography

assignment. You should work with the four bibliography entries you annotated for that assignment

and include at least one further entry (either new or from your original bibliography). From these five

entries, write a four- to five-page literature review that illustrates the state of the field as you’ve

seen it from your research.
  

For more on literature reviews, see the UBC Library entry on that

topic: http://guides.library.ubc.ca/litreviews
  

For examples see: https://libguides.uwf.edu/c.php?g=215199&p=1420828
 

Steps for writing your literature review:
 

Introduction: The introduction is used to establish the context of your review to the
reader. To establish the context, it is important to do the following right away:

 
Define the topic of your study and provide any background information that
helps your reader to understand the topic.

 Explain your reason for reviewingr (or perspective on)  the literature on this
topic. “I am writing this literature review for my FNIS 300 class” is not a valid
reason. Tell me why you chose this topic and explain the stakes.     

  State your research question 
 

Body: This section of your paper begins with an explanation of how you have
organized your small-scale literature review and describes findings from articles
that provide answers to your inquiry question. Before you begin this section, be sure
that you have sorted your articles into different themes based on the articles'
findings (sometimes called results). After you sort your articles, it is important to
give your sorted groups a descriptive name. The names of the sorted articles will
become your headings for each of the paragraphs that you write in the body of your
review. To write the body of your small-scale literature review, it is important to
include the following:

 
Write an introduction paragraph for the body of your review. This paragraph
tells the reader specific information on how many articles you reviewed and
how you sorted the articles into common themes based on the findings
(results).

 Write a paragraph that describes the first theme that you identified and
compare, contrast and/or connect the articles you've selected.

 Write a paragraph that describes the second theme that you identified and
compare, contrast and/or connect the articles you've selected.

 Write a paragraph that describes the third theme that you identified and
compare, contrast and/or connect the articles you've selected.

 
Summary: This is the last paragraph of your literature review. In this paragraph, it is
important to summarize the main findings from the articles that you reviewed and
to point out the information that you found particularly important to know that
answered the inquiry question that you established in the first paragraph. Try to
conclude your paper by connecting your inquiry question back to the context of the
general topic of study.

  
References: This is the last page of your review. It serves as a listing of all references
that you mentioned in your paper. Please use MLA style when completing this
list. The reference page should not be included in your page count for the
assignment.

 

Op-ed
 

Work on a good piece of writing
proceeds on three levels: a musical

one, where it is composed; an
architectural one, where it is

constructed; and finally, a textile
one, where it is woven.

  
― Walter Benjamin

 

An op-ed (originally short for opposite the editorial page, but now generally understood as
shorthand for opinion piece) is a concisely written prose piece written to express the opinion of a
writer generally not affiliated with the magazine or newspaper in which it is published. Like an
argumentative essay, op-eds make evidence-based arguments, but they also appeal to emotion.
Op-eds use humour and empathy; they share anecdotes, personal experiences, and stories as a
means to persuade and connect to readers.[I] Op-eds are a vital piece of how we share and
disseminate knowledge as scholars. A well-written op-ed can be a particularly important tool for
Indigenous studies scholars when addressing the public as a means to push back against colonial
ideology, racism, and white supremacy. No longer confined to newspapers, op-ed style writing is
prominent across the internet: in online news sources, blogs, and Facebook posts. 

  
For this assignment, you must write a well-researched 800-word op-ed on a current issue in
Indigenous studies (e.g. pipelines, land claims, TRC legislation, etc.) You must clear your op-ed
topic at least one week prior to the due date. Your op-ed should be written with exciting, active
language. It should be designed to provoke discussion, response, and even controversy.  
 
[i]James Southworth. “The value of the op-ed as a writing assignment.” University Affairs. Feb 18,
2018. 

 

B o n u s
 

A 5% assignment bonus will be
awarded to students who publish
their op-ed in a public forum, for
instance, a newspaper, magazine, or
website. I suggest submitting your
op-ed to The Ubyssey. You could also
read your op-ed allowed as part of
one of CiTR’s news programs. I will
also accept blog posts (for instance,
on your own blog), provided that you
can demonstrate that you made a
valiant effort to disseminate it (e.g.
via social media). 

 

Steps for writing your op-ed:
 

Before you start writing:
 

Think about what you want your op-ed to accomplish: are you
attempting to raise awareness about an issue? Are you refuting a
prominent perspective? Are you looking to provoke legislative change?
What do you want your audience to do after they read your piece?
Having a clear objective will help to shape the argument and it will bring
intensity to you writing.

 As with all good writing, an op-ed identifies an audience and crafts a tone
and argument that respects that audience.

 If you have a specific venue in mind for publishing your op-ed familiarize
yourself with their submission requirements and stylistic rules. 

 
Structure:

 
Title: Op-eds have titles. Use the formulas we have discussed in class to
give you op-ed an eye-catching one. Although it’s the first thing your
audience will read, titles are often the last thing the author writes—so don’t
think you need a great title right away.

 Introduction: The introduction—often the very first line—is what makes or
breaks an op-ed. If you don’t capture reader’s attention right away they’re
often unlikely to red any further. Make sure that your intro is crafted to
draw the reader in and make that first sentence count!! Aside from
grabbing the reader’s attention, the introduction of an op-ed also functions
similarly to an analysis or research essay. Set the terms of argument and
clearly establish a thesis or clear point of view. You might also gesture,
via very succinct summary, to some of the things you will be covering
below. 

 Establish the context: Determine what background information your
reader will need in order to follow your line of argumentation on the topic.
Develop a paragraph that outlines that context.

 Find your focus: Identify one important issue in the topic you are
addressing and one specific means of addressing that issue.

 Support, develop, organize: Support and develop your primary issue and
means of address with three key ideas. Break those ideas into three
sperate paragraphs with clear and concise topic/transition sentences. This
paragraph breakdown will make your argument easier to read while
creating cohesion across the piece.

 Demonstrate your engagement: Identify and unpack the opposing
argument. Provide counter arguments to the opposition and support them
with facts. Explain to your reader why your argument is stronger. (1-2
paragraphs)

 Conclusion: Your conclusion should drive home your argument and incite
your reader towards the action you determined in the pre-writing phase.
Unlike Eliot’s end of the world, your essay should end with a bang, not a
whimper.

 
After Writing 

 
If you are submitting your op-ed to a newspaper, magazine, or website,
draft an email that includes your contact information and explains to the
editor, in polite, formal language, why your piece is relevant to their
readers. Thank them for their time and consideration of your work.

 If your op-ed isn’t accepted the first place you submit it, don’t be
discouraged. Rejection is part of writing. Revise and try another venue.
Some (not many, but some) editors will provide feedback. Incorporate it
into a new draft and send it out again. Keep the op-ed updated with
changing events. 

 If you can find a home for your work with an established venue, or if your
nervous about submitting your work for review, start a blog. Getting
comfortable with the idea of sharing your ideas with the public is part of
the process. A blog is a great way to ease yourself into that process while
finding your voice. Wordpress.com is a good place to start. It’s easy to use
and UBC offers free tutorials and workshops. 

 

You can find more tips on Op-Ed writing
here: https://www.mcgill.ca/newsroom/faculty-students-and-staff/op-ed

 

Daily Schedules 
 

Where do you begin telling
someone their world is not the

only one?
  

― Lee Maracle
  

 

Week One: Introductions 
 

Thursday, September 6
 

Reading: syllabus; 
 Anne Lamott “Shitty First

Drafts.” https://wrd.as.uky.edu/sites/default/files/1-
Shitty%20First%20Drafts.pdf

 

Week Two: Indigenous Elements of Style
 

Tuesday, Sept. 11
 “Gnaritas Nullius (No One’s Knowledge): the Essence of

Traditional Knowledge and Its Colonization through
Western Legal Regimes” (Appendix D, Indigenous
Elements of Style)

 Thursday, Sept. 13
 Indigenous Elements of Style, chapters 1-7

 

Week Three: Indigenous Elements of Style cont.
 

Tuesday, Sept. 18
 Indigenous Elements of Style, Appendices A-C

 Margaret Kovach, “Situating Self, Culture, and Purpose in
Indigenous History.” 

 
Thursday, Sept. 20

 Vicente Diaz. “In the Wake of Mata ‘pang’s Canoe: The Cultural and
Political Possibilities of Indigenous Discursive Flourish”)

 

Week Four: Positionality
 Tuesday, September 25

 
Peer review workshop: summary paper

 

Thursday, September 27
 bell hooks, “remembered rapture: dancing with

words http://www.jaconlinejournal.com/archives/vol20.1/bellhooks-remembered.pdf
  

Summary assignment due
 

Week Five: Positionality cont.
 

Tuesday, October 2
 Guest Lecture: Dory Nason & Janey Lew, In/relation

 Reading TBA
 

Thursday, October 4
 

Visit to IRSHDC
 

Week Six: Within and Beyond Academic Writing
 

Sam McKegney, “Strategies for Ethical Engagement: An Open Letter
Concerning Non-Native Scholars of Native Literatures.” 

 Robert Appleford, “A Response to Sam McKegney’s ‘Strategies for Ethical
Engagement: An Open Letter Concerning Non-Native Scholars of Native
Literatures.’  

 

Tuesday, October 9
 

Peer review workshop: response paper
 First writing journal check-in 

 
Thursday, October 11

 
Jules Koostachin, excerpt from Unearthing Secrets, Gathering Truths. AUTHOR

PROOFS. PLEASE DO NOT SHARE. Copies of Koostachin’s book will be
available at Thursday’s event.

  
Guest lecture: Jules Koostachin

 

Week Seven: Within and Beyond Academic Writing
cont.

 Tuesday, October 16
 Lisa Brooks, “Afterword: At the Gathering Place.” 

 Response paper due
 Thursday, October 18

 
Vershawn Young, “Should writers use they own English?” Available via UBC Library.

 

Tuesday, October 23
 

Week Eight: Within and Beyond Academic Writing
cont.

 

Peer review workshop: research statement
 Thursday, October 25

 Scott Richard Lyons. “Rhetorical Sovereignty: What Do American Indians
Want from Writing?” Available via UBC Library.

  
Research statement due

 

Week Nine: The Politics of Citation
 

Tuesday, October 30
 Elizabeth Enslin, “Beyond Writing: Feminist Practice and the

Limitations of Ethnography.” Available via UBC Library.
 

Thursday, Nov. 1
 Guest Lecture: Quill Christie

 https://www.quillviolet.com
  

Second writing journal check-in
 

Week Ten: The Politics of Citation
 

Tuesday, Nov. 6
 Sarah Hunt and Kyle Powys Whyte, “The politics of citation: Is the

peer review process biased against Indigenous academics?” (Audio):  
 https://tinyurl.com/y8bh9hxd

 
Citation Practices Challenge: 

 http://www.criticalethnicstudiesjournal.org/citation-practices/
 Thursday, Nov. 8

 Chandra Talpade Mohanty “Under Western Eyes: Feminist Scholarship and
Colonial Discourses.” Available via UBC Library

  
Annotated bibliography due 

 

Week Eleven: Writing Against Racism
 

Tuesday, Nov. 13
 James Baldwin, “A Letter to my

Nephew.” https://progressive.org/magazine/letter-nephew/
 

Thursday, Nov. 15
 Moira Ozias and Beth godbee, “Organizing for antiracism in Writing Centers: Principles

for Enacting Social Change.” In Writing Centers and the New Racism: A Call for Sustainable
Dialogue and Change, Laura Greenfield and Karen Rowan, eds. Available via UBC Library

 

Week Twelve: Writing Against Racism
 Tuesday, Nov. 20

 Peer review workshop: literature review
 

Thursday, Nov. 22
 John Metta, “I, Racist.” https://www.huffingtonpost.com/john-metta/i-

racist_b_7770652.html
  

Literature review due
 

Week Thirteen: Writing to Persuade
 

Tuesday, Nov. 27
 Hayden King “We natives are deeply divided. There’s nothing wrong with that.” https://tinyurl.com/yb7r97ex

 Chelsea Vowel (âpihtawikosisân), “Canada, it’s time.  We need to fix this in our
generation.” https://tinyurl.com/ycpy83wq

 
Thursday, Nov. 29

 Peer review workshop: op-ed 
 

Final Assignment Due Date
 

Thursday, December 6 (emailed to me by 11:59pm)
 Op-ed

 Writing Journal
 

https://asrw.arts.ubc.ca/resources/ubc-writing-centre/
http://learningcommons.ubc.ca/improve-your-writing/writing-consultations/
http://learningcommons.ubc.ca/student-toolkits/writing/
http://learningcommons.ubc.ca/improve-your-writing/writing-resources/
http://learningcommons.ubc.ca/resource-guides/avoid-plagiarism/
http://learningcommons.ubc.ca/resource-guides/cite-sources/
https://students.ubc.ca/ubclife/10-tips-writing-game
https://style.mla.org/using-notes-in-mla-style/

