Slide 16, Block Party on Close Reading Myths
Below are myths on close reading from Tim Shanahan’s blog: http://www.shanahanonliteracy.com/2013/03/why-discussions-of-close-reading-sounds_2091.html .
· [bookmark: _GoBack]Print these quotes and cut them into individual quotes and place them at each table. 
“Close reading was not put forth as a teaching technique. It was always espoused –when it was discussed overtly at all—as a sophisticated and powerful way of reading. It is in that vein that close reading is being espoused now within Common Core. Close reading is an outcome or a goal. Close reading is NOT a teaching technique that we all now must adopt. It is an outcome to be strived for.”

“As soon as someone tells me that close reading requires three readings and rereadings, or that you must do it with a pencil in hand, or that it requires that 80% of the questions accomplish some particular goal, etc., my tendency is to do it without out those.”


“The problem for teachers is that they have to get a real sense of what close reading is and what steps it can include, and what they learn about that has to be articulated in a clear enough way that they could guide students to experience such work… but this sense has to be flexible. Close reading is not one thing; there are many versions of it.”
“Mathematicians, who used the term close reading, used it to refer to the painstaking word-by-word analysis that they engage in, weighing every “a” and “the” for its significance. However, this is not the kind of analysis that literary critics recommend. For the mathematicians, because of the concentrated nature of their texts and the abstractness of the content, this kind of reading is required from the beginning to determine what the author is saying.”


“Literary critics have written the most about how they read (a pastime few mathematicians or scientists engage in), and so they believe that their version of close reading is it. They seem to accept it is a term of art, but if it is, it is a term of art common to several fields, and one with varying meanings across disciplines.”

“While the student of literature reads closely, within a text, to understand the rhetoric of the document and its aesthetic values, the student of history is reading closely to try to understand the implications of the document and what led to its creation--and such reading is necessarily multi-textual in nature.” 

Excerpts from Why Discussions of Close Reading Sound Like Nails Scratching on a Chalkboard by Tim Shanahan.  Available on Shanahan on Literacy - http://www.shanahanonliteracy.com/2013/03/why-discussions-of-close-reading-sounds_2091.html


