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AW4006 Peer Tutoring in Academic Writing 
 
Module Code: AW4006 
Academic Year: Spring 2015/16 
Contact Hrs/Wk: 1-hour tutorial (Monday 16.00−17.00, ERB-008), 2-hour lab (Thursday 14.00−16.00, A1-
084A). Allocated times are subject to change.  
Grading Type: Pass/Fail 
Module Leader: Dr. Íde O’Sullivan (ide.osullivan@ul.ie) and Lawrence Cleary (Lawrence.cleary@ul.ie)   
 
Aims and Objectives: This module aims to equip students with the knowledge and skills to become more 
proficient writers and tutors of writing.  

 
Syllabus: Through small-group discussion and writing-focused workshops, students will engage in activities 
to develop themselves as writers and writing tutors, including critical and reflective evaluation of their own 
writing, development of tutoring strategies, observations of experienced peer tutors, engagement in regular 
peer-tutoring activity, managing diverse tutoring situations, and professional development. Exceptional 
performance in this module will establish the eligibility of students for consideration for employment as writing 
tutors in the Regional Writing Centre at UL.   

 
Learning Outcomes:  
On successful completion of this module, students will be able to: 

 discuss their own writing process, using a vocabulary that is appropriate to the discussion; 

 identify the cognitive, metacognitive, affective and social strategies that are available to writers as 
they go through their writing process; 

 distinguish between writing strategies that work and those that do not and be able to relate strategic 
decisions to the particular writing situation; 

 develop strategies that help them more effectively negotiate their own process; 

 evaluate the writing situation according to learned criteria and to be able to plan strategies 
accordingly; 

 show an appreciation for differing discipline-specific aspects of the writing situation; 

 tutor peers in writing; 

 manage diverse peer-tutoring situations. 
 
Primary Module Texts (books available for purchase from O’Mahony’s University Bookshop; electronic 
copies of journal articles to be supplied by lecturers/tutors): 
 

1. Bean, J.C. (2001) ‘Writing Comments on Students Papers.’, in Bean, J.C. Engaging Ideas: The 
Professor’s Guide to Integrating Writing, Critical Thinking, and Active Learning in the Classroom. San 
Francisco: Jossey-Bass, pp. 239-53. (Handout) 

2. Ebest, S.B., Alred, G., Brusaw, C.T. and Oliu, W.E. (2005) Writing from A to Z: The Easy-to-use 
Reference Handbook 5

th
 ed. New York: McGraw-Hill. 

3. Ede, L. (1989) ‘Writing as a Social Practice: A Theoretical Foundation for Writing Centres?’ The 
Writing Center Journal 9(2): 3-13. (Handout) 

4. Harris, M. (1995) ‘Talking in the Middle: Why Writers Need Writing Tutors.’ College English 57(1): 27-
42. (Handout) 

5. Hobson, E.H. (1992) ‘Walking the Tightrope of Competing Epistemologies.’ The Writing Center Journal 
13(1): 65-75. (Handout) 

6. Lea, M.R. and Street, B.V. (2006) ‘The “Academic Literacies” Model: Theory and Applications.’ Theory 
into Practice 45(4): 368-77. 

7. North, S. (1982) ‘Training tutors to talk about writing’, College Composition and Communication 33(4): 
434-441. (Handout) 

8. North, S. (1984) ‘The Idea of a Writing Center.’ College English 46(5): 433-446. (Handout) 
9. Ryan, L. and Zimmerelli, L. (2009) The Bedford Guide for Writing Tutors (5

th
 edition). Boston: 

Bedford/St. Martin’s Press.  
 
Essential Websites: 
 

1. Andy Gillet’s Using English for Academic Purposes: Writing (University of Hertforshire, Hatfield UK), 
http://www.uefap.com/writing/writfram.htm  

2. Gideon O. Burton’s Silva Rhetoricae: The Forest of Rhetoric (Brigham Young University), 
http://rhetoric.byu.edu/  

3. Purdue Online Writing Lab, http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/ 
4. Regional Writing Centre, University of Limerick: www.ul.ie/rwc 
5. The Writing Centre, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill: http://writingcenter.unc.edu/ 
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http://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/
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6. Academic Phrasebank, University of Manchester: phrasebank.manchester.ac.uk  
 
Secondary Reading Recommendations:  
 

1. Barnett, R.W. and Blumner, J.S. (2001) The Allyn and Bacon Guide to Writing Center Theory and 
Practice. Needham Heights, Massachusetts: Pearson. 

2. Brookhart, S.M. (2007/2008) ‘Feedback that Fits’. Educational Leadership: A Journal for Educators, by 
Educators 65(4): 54-59. 

3. Crowley, S. and Redman, G. (1975) ‘Why Teach Writing?’ College Composition and Communication 
26(3): 279-81. 

4. Elandar, J., Harrington, K., Norton, L., Robinson, H. and Reddy, P. (2006) ‘Complex Skills and 
Academic Writing: a review of evidence about the types of learning required to meet core assessment 
criteria.’ Assessment & Evaluation in Higher Education 31(1): 71-90. 

5. Elbow, P. (1998) Writing Without Teachers, 2
nd

 ed. New York: Oxford University Press. 
6. Flower, L. (1998) Problem-solving Strategies for Writing in College and Community. Fort Worth, TX: 

Harcourt, Brace. 
7. Flower, L., Hayes, J.R., Carey, L., Schriver, K, and Stratman, J. (1986) ‘Detection, Diagnosis, and the 

Strategies of Revision.’ College Composition and Communication 37(1); 16-55. 
8. Harris, M. (1989) ‘Composing Behaviors of One- and Multi-draft Writers.’ College English 51(2): 174-

191. 
9. Ganobcsik-Williams, L. (2006) Teaching Academic Writing in UK Higher Education. Houndmills, 

Basingstoke: Palgrave Macmillan. 
10. Goodfellow, R. and Lea, M. R. (2005) ‘Supporting Writing for Assessment in Online Learning’. 

Assessment & Evaluation in Higher Education (30)3: 261-71. 
11. Hacker, D. (2006) A Writer’s Reference (6th edition) Bedford/St. Martin’s Press 
12. Hyland, K. (2002) Teaching and Researching Writing. Houndmills, Harlow: Pearson Education. 
13. Jordan, R.R. (1999) Academic Writing Course: Study Skills in English, 3

rd
 ed. Edinburgh Gate, Harlow: 

Longman. 
14. Lillis, T. (2003) ‘Student Writing as “Academic Literacies”: Drawing on Bakhtin to Move from Critique to 

Design’. Language and Education 17(3): 192-207. 
15. Murray, D. (1978) ‘Teach the Motivating Force of Revision.’ The English Journal 67(7): 56-60. 
16. Murray, D. (1978) ‘Write before Writing.’ College Composition and Communication 29(4): 375-81. 
17. Prince, M.J. and Felder, R.M. (2006) ‘Inductive Teaching and Learning Methods: Definitions, 

Comparisons, and Research Bases.’ Journal of Engineering Education 95(2): 123-138. 
18. Ramage, J.D., Bean, J.C. and Johnson, J. (2007) Writing Arguments: A Rhetoric with Readings. New 

York: Longman. 
19. Rubens, P., ed. (2001) Science & Technical Writing: A Manual of Style, 2

nd
 ed. New York: Routledge. 

20. Shute, V. (2007) Focus on Formative Feedback. Princeton, NJ: ETS. 
21. Sommers, N. and Saltz, L. (2004) ‘The Novice as Expert: Writing the Freshman Year.’ College 

Composition and Communication 56(1): 124-49. 
22. Sommers, N.  (1992) ‘Between the Drafts.’  College Composition and Communication 43(1): 23-31.  
23. Strunk, W. and White, E.B. (2000) The Elements of Style, 4

th
 ed. New York: Longman. 

24. Young, T. (2005) Technical Writing A-Z: A Commonsense Guide to Engineering Reports and Theses 
(British English Ed) New York: ASME. 

 
Students must do the reading scheduled for lectures and tutorials (see Module Schedule) and bring the texts 
to class. 
 
Attendance is mandatory, with participation and preparedness fundamental to the module’s aims.  
 
Assessment:  
Portfolio (70%) Submission: Friday Week 13, April 29

th
, 2016 at 3pm 

1. 20% - Writing Journal: Students should bring a writing journal with them to tutorials and labs, where 
reflections on the writing process and insights on one’s own writing strategies can be recorded. Any 
online reflections should be integrated into the writing journal so that the journal reflects a temporal 
development of their learning journey. These writing journals will be collected, graded, and returned 
at the end of the semester. 

2. 15% - Handout: Each student will explain some aspect of the writing done for their discipline. These 
explanations should be able to be used as handouts that might be given to students who are trying 
to learn how to write in a tutor’s own particular discipline. The handout will undergo 
revisions/redrafting for final assessment. 

3. 35% - Writing Practice: Three writing exercises are assigned and handed in for tutor and peer 
feedback throughout the course of the semester. All three essays will undergo revision/redrafting for 
final assessment. 

http://www.phrasebank.manchester.ac.uk/
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Tutoring Practice (30%) 

1. Each student will be asked to peer-tutor other students in class as part of their practice and under 
supervision in the Writing Centre. Each student must also attend a Writing Centre session as both an 
observer and a tutee, and each student must co-tutor in a Writing Centre session with an 
experienced tutor. A reflection on their experience as an observer, a tutee and a tutor must be 
included in the writing journal.  

 
As will be shown in tutorials, essays should be properly referenced using the style for one’s particular 
discipline, with all sources cited in the text and given in the Works Cited/Reference List. Late submissions 
will be penalised.  
 
Elements under general consideration during assessment of student written work are: 

 Relevance to the content of the course, including use of appropriate metalanguage  

 Depth and degree of understanding of topics under discussion 

 Knowledge and understanding of relevant readings and sources  

 Critical discussion of relevant readings   

 Clarity and depth in the analysis of theory and topics under discussion  

 Coherence of argument  

 Clarity and relevance of introduction and conclusion  

 Clarity and precision of expression and presentation  

 Use of appropriate and consistent referencing and citation conventions  

 Clarity of writing including grammar, punctuation, spelling and sentence construction  
 
Elements under general consideration during the assessment of student tutoring performance are: 

 Control of the process from initial contact to closure of the session, including opening the session, 
setting the agenda, closing the session and documenting what happened 

 Disposition of the tutor: welcoming, confident, positive tone, sympathetic attitude, commanding 
knowledge of the resources appropriate to the aspect of writing being discussed in the session and 
a propensity to have creative problem-solving abilities 

 Ability to profile student-writers and assess the appropriate approach, actions and resources to 
recommend 

 Ability to scan a text and to prioritize issues to address; 

 Use of appropriate tools and techniques throughout the session, including active listening, 
facilitation and silence/wait time 

 Ability to adopt roles appropriate to the situation 

 Capacity for confidentiality and professionalism 

 The beginnings of a consistent tutoring-in-writing philosophy 
 
Plagiarism will not be tolerated. Plagiarism in its simplest form is the attempt to present someone else’s 
ideas or arguments as your own. Incidents of plagiarism in individual assessments will be awarded zero 
marks and can lead to the award of an F for the whole module.  See also the University Code of Conduct. 
Plagiarism includes: 

 Reproducing sections of a book or article and submitting these as your own. 

 Cutting and pasting material from the internet and submitting these as your own ideas or critical 
assessments. 

 Passing off someone else’s work as your own. 

 Submitting an assignment or parts of an assignment for more than one class. 

 Paraphrasing, imitating or rewriting in your own words the ideas or concepts of another author 
without properly citing your sources. 

 
AW4006 is a pass/fail module, but each of the assignments on which the assessment depends will receive 
a percentage grade. The cumulative average must be a B1 or better in order to be seriously considered for 
work in the Writing Centre.  
 

Grade % Standard QPV Grade % Standard QPV 

A1 ≥75 First honours 4.00 C2 45-49 Third honours 2.40 

A2 70-74 First honours 3.60 C3 40-44 Third honours 2.00 

B1 65-69 Honours 2.1 3.20 D1 35-39 Compensating fail 1.60 

B2 60-64 Honours 2.1 3.00 D2 30-34 Compensating fail 1.20 

B3 55-59 Honours 2.2 2.80 F <30 Fail 0.00 

C1 50-54 Honours 2.2 2.60 NG  Fail 0.00 

 


