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Abstract: This article reviews the paradigm shifts in American composition history and reveals its significance for the teaching

of writing to English majors in Chinese colleges and universities. The shift of pedagogical emphasis from the product to the

process and to the post-process (social aspect of writing) has updated the teaching philosophy the teaching approaches as well

as the students’ perceptions about writing. In particular the post-process theory integrates such factors as language rhetorical

knowledge and strategies and socio-cultural factors into writing; therefore the objectives of composition studies should be di—

verted from mastering writing skills to improving students’ overall strategies and effectiveness in social interactions. Hopefully

the US mainstream writing pedagogy could interact with domestic writing approaches and help produce talents with effective

communication strategies and good citizenship.
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