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“We conceive academic writing proficiency as the flexible use of a repertorie of
later-acquired lexico-grammatical and discourse forms to organize ideas and
express a stance in a variety of school texts” (Uccelli et al. 2013: 37)
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“As the academic disciplines of History and Literature are instantiated in
secondary schools, both require to articulate their understanding of content in

expository genres that are characterized by abstract generalizations...”
(Beck & Jeffery 2009: 260)
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“The point is that the term disciplinary literacy refers to literate practices that are

an outgrowth of specific or unique aspects of knowledge creation, dissemination,
and critique of the disciplines...” (Shanahan & Shanahan 2017: 281)”
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“Ways of thinking and reasoning associated with a particular discipline are
embedded in subject-specific texts and tasks.” (Monte-Sano 2010: 540)

“In contrast to everyday arguments, disciplinary arguments are grounded in
strategies and standards that are used by members of the disciplinary

community.” (De La Paz 2012: 413)
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“Genre is a term used to refer to particular text or discourse types. ... Genre

comes into being to serve specific social purposes, so ability to realize the genre

that are characteristic of particular social contexts allows participation in and
mutual understandings of those contexts.” (Schleppegrell 2004: 82—83)
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“What we call ‘thinking logically’ is for the most part simply using
language (written, spoken, or “inner speech') according to genre
patterns (e.g., syllogisms, enthymemes, generalizations, implications,
analogies, arguments from evidence, etc.) that are formalized in writing
even beyond their currency in spoken language. To teach "logical
thinking' is simply to teach the uses of these genres.” (Lemke 1989: 305)
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“Logic (in the popular, rather than the logician's sense of the word)
which is the basis of rhetoric, is evolved out of a culture; it is not
universal.” (Kaplan 1966: 2)
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