ABSTRACT

This self-reflective piece highlights the writing in my portfolio and demonstrates how the overall writing has improved over the course of the semester. These improvements have been made possible through learning objectives set by Mr. Coppola. What began as a simple letter with no elaboration, ended in a thoroughly researched topic which all learned objectives could be applied to. The learning objectives are both standards that I have met in some works and have failed to address in others. Overall, writing is a continuous learning process and the improvement of writing should be at the forefront of every student’s career, considering writing is a part of every aspect of life. 
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Upon entering my required Writing for Sciences class, my expectations of my potential learning outcomes were unknown. “How much can one really learn from an English class other than improved writing skills?”, I thought. However, contrary to my initial beliefs, this course has proven to be insightful to many other aspects, in addition to, writing skills. I believe I have met some of the standards concerning the objectives for this course. Although most of these areas saw significant improvement within my works over the course of the semester, there were also objectives in which I did not meet standards and, currently, require improvement. My initial level of writing is demonstrated in my first work, a letter of introduction, where I struggled to meet minimum expectations through my limited ability to further elaborate on topics that were surface level, after being out of school for nearly eight years. My level of writing has since evolved through the set course objectives and the assignments that parallel with them.  

Before considering the aspects of the course objectives, one must define what writing is. Writing is a form of expression and communication. It is the most basic yet most advanced form of expression, next to speaking, that most individuals learn from very early stages of life and develop throughout school ages. Through writing, opinions can be expressed, information can be divulged, and persuasions can be imposed. Almost every aspect of life will require some form of writing and the basic concepts that stem from the writing process, whether it is writing a report on experiment outcomes or sending a letter to workers in the office. In order articulate information from one individual to another, writing is essential. In order to compose a successful piece of writing, there must be structure and knowledge of language and vocabulary which come together to form a written work of expression. There are many different techniques, skills and objectives learned throughout our career as students, and even beyond this stage of life.
 
One of these learning objectives prevailing throughout this course was engaging in genre analysis and multimodal composing to explore effective writing across disciplinary contexts. This objective is made apparent in the informative reviews: Flaws in Investigative Psychology, Two Sides to Nuclear Energy and The Ethical Debate on Gene Editing. These works analyzed the genres of general scientific knowledge, scientific ethics and scientific argument, respectively. In these three works, each topic was analyzed into a review which revealed the main points of each topic and stances within the field of science on each topic. These three reviews served as a precursor to Applications of Gene Editing, which required a deeper analysis of a topic through interpretations of multiple different sources. This particular course objective was one that was achieved successfully in these works.

In unison with the previous objective was practicing use of various library resources, online databases, and internet sources within writing projects. This skill was utilized successfully in all works of writing, except the letter of introduction. In writing the informative reviews, I learned to navigate the web, as well as, CCNY databases and other peer reviewed databases. This involves weeding out many unreliable sources, especially when searching through news databases, and determining what information can be useful and relevant to the topic at hand. After extracting pertinent information, I also learned to properly cite works and incorporate relevant information into each of the papers, ranging from informative reviews to research papers. 

Another course objective I achieved was improving strategies for reading, drafting, revising, editing and self-assessment. Beginning with informative reviews, self-assessment became a focus through creating first drafts for peer editing. After these drafts were peer edited, it was clear to see where there was room for improvement, whether it was in vocabulary, wording or context clarification and it became better to recognize these mistakes on my own. When editing the works of others, it was apparent what steps the editing process should follow in order to create a revised, final draft. When writing one of the final works for the class, Applications of Gene Editing, the self-editing process was almost second nature to me when rereading the final draft and catching a lot of the small mistakes in the first draft. 


These revising skills proved to be useful with the course objectives of: acknowledging linguistic differences between myself and others and developing and engaging in the collaborative and social aspects of writing processes. In my group composition, Germline Gene Editing: Ethical Considerations for Safe Clinical Research, these tasks proved to be a challenge. Linguistic differences were evident in the first draft of our paper and when working together in a group these linguistic differences become even more prominent and are a challenge when composing one paper, collectively. These differences led to a lot of editing through our group paper, in order to make it all make sense and not seem like the entire paper was multiple different styles of writing. Entire paragraphs had to be reworked as these differences, occasionally, had a significant impact on the overall effectiveness of the paper. These abilities to collaborate and work to an overall goal were especially highlighted in this paper. This work required people of different backgrounds and different science levels to work together, and became a challenge, particularly when members that were assigned a portion of the paper, did not contribute at all and other members and myself were forced to take up their responsibilities to maintain a passing grade. It also posed a struggle when members had a difference in opinion but, somehow these challenges were coped with and we were able to produce a collaborative paper. Overall, these two objectives were successfully achieved in this work.

One objective I struggled with and still need to improve on is formulating and articulating a stance through my writing. In the final informative review, Two Sides to Nuclear Energy, I failed to properly articulate a thesis statement in my introductory paragraphs. Similarly, in my controversy paper, Applications of Gene Editing, I did not, first, take a stance, nor was my stance evident until the very end of the paper. This is a subject I need to improve on, in order to write more effective introductions. I need to ensure that my thesis statement is clear and concise in order to allow for a less confusing read. 


The final objective of this course was negotiating my own writing goals and audience expectations. This is a goal I feel I am in the middle of, as I have not quite met the standard but I am in the process of improving. Throughout all papers, I defined concepts in anticipation of an audience to the best of my ability, but because my stances were not always clear, this may have been confusing to anyone reading Applications of Gene Editing or Two Sides to Nuclear Energy. My personal goals are also a work in progress as my writing has definitely improved throughout the course of the semester, but it is still not up to the level it needs to be. 


Overall, my course progression has been evident through my works beginning with a simple letter of introduction, moving to a parallel with a newfound psychology interest in Flaws in Investigative Psychology and ending with a more complex Applications of Gene Editing and group collaboration. The informative reviews served as an introduction to article sourcing, interpretation and defining specific scientific topics. These learned objectives helped form a somewhat successful controversy paper and allowed for successful contributions to Germline Gene Editing: Ethical Considerations for Safe Clinical Research. These learned objectives have furthered my ability to write and have served as a foundation for future improvement. They have also allowed me to go back and edit my works in order to improve on their overall structure, vocabulary and content. Writing will always be a part of life, no matter what subject we decide to study, what career path we choose to follow and what areas of the world we decide to explore. Therefore, writing, and essentially communicating, must be a priority to all scholars in every work of life. Reaching and improving upon these course learning objectives is only the beginning of progression in writing and these aspects will carry on and prove useful in every subject to follow in my career at City College.   
