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An Introduction to the Current Issue

We believe that the articles in this issue will help us illustrate what we
mean by archival. In Constructing Multiple Subijectivities in Classroom
Literacy Contexts” Sarah McCarthey focuses on three case-study stu-
dents and what they do in different classroom activities. The reviewers of
this article identified a quality that conceivably will enable it to affect
educators’ thinking for years to come, that being its effort to make sim-
plistic ways of characterizing students problematic. In the words of one
reviewer: “I really enjoyed your paper and am convinced of its value—for
classroom teachers and academics alike. . . . By applying the various lens-

es (trait theory, social constructivist theory, neo-Marxist theory & post-
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structuralist theory), you offered a rich, layered account and effectively
challenged the deterministic, reductionist and essentialist tendencies of
the ‘learning styles’ movement.” McCarthey’s analysis provides a way to
use different theoretical perspectives in complementary ways to help
understand students’ performance as they move across contexts, an ana-
lytic approach that may become increasingly useful as studies examine
microgenetic events across contexts to help explain situated performance.
In “The ESL Teacher as Moral Agent” Bill Johnston, Andrea Juhész, James
Marken, and Beverly Rolfs Ruiz analyze the categories of moral influence
in a number of ESL classrooms. Although the reviewers were impressed
that the study raised questions that were seldom asked about ESL teach-
ing, their praise for the study extended beyond its novelty. As one
reviewer noted, “By combining moral inquiry with a species of qualita-
tive research, the authors potentially can offer both a fine-grained analy-
sis of the smallest of teaching acts as well as critique the false hopes that
many of us have about conservative, liberal, or radical pedagogies.”
Their study convincingly demonstrates both the extent to which morali-
ty and teaching are intertwined in ESL classrooms and the usefulness of
their analytical framework in making that realization. Their willingness
to look hard at their own practice demonstrates a kind of reflection we
feel will be evocative for teachers in a variety of contexts. In “Grammar
as Resource: Writing a Description” Mary Schleppegrell takes a function-
al grammatical approach to analyzing students’ texts. At a time when
many educators accept the axiom that grammar instruction does not
improve writing, Schleppegrell argues that grammatical knowledge of a
certain sort is crucial when writing in unfamiliar genres. The reviewers of
her paper noted that her method has potential not just as a research tool
but as a pedagogical tool as well. In the words of one of them: “The study
shows the diagnostic tools that a functional approach to grammar makes
possible, at least for teachers: The theory relates linguistic forms to the
functions they serve and makes salient the crucial forms that realize a
given genre; thus it provides the teacher with a critical focus when intro-
ducing new genres of school writing.” By asking an old question in a new
way, Schleppegrell’s study will, we feel, energize the conversation about
the importance of direct instruction in language for the teaching of writ-
ing.

The authors studied different topics using different methods. They call
upon different theoretical frameworks. Yet they are similar in that they
offer literacy educators tools that will allow them to see students, teach-
ers, and classrooms in new ways. We hope that our readers will find
those ways of seeing as compelling as we and the reviewers did.
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