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Three
Epistemologies
for Teaching AW

Social
Practice

Ideational

- Emphasis on
terminology

- Concern for
organizational
structure/form

Use of argument to
develop ideas
Classroom discussion
focused on developing
‘“original” ideas

- AW as a social practice
—Ilearning through
purposeful
participation in
authentic situations
(e.g., CSI Report).
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Epistemology

Years Teaching

Teacher Ethnicity

School Context

Grade Level and
Course

Curricular Content

Classroom Ethnicity

Structural-Textual

14 years of teaching

White

Urban

oth grade/
College Prep

Humanities:
Integrated English and
social studies

Ethnic minority and
white

Ideational

16 years of teaching

White

Suburban

12t grade/
Advanced Placement

AP Literature and
Composition:
Reading and critical
analysis of literature

Primarily White

Social

8 years of teaching

White

Suburban

11t grade/
College Prep

American Literature

Primarily White
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