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disciplinary activities and social relations. Instruction
can also help students develop a self-consciousness
and questioning about  disciplinary language
practices, to enable rhetorical adaptation or inno-
vation as disciplinary conditions change. Education
in a disciplinary language can be seen as more than
mere training in an unchanging set of conventions.

Finally, understanding the evolution of discourse
systems of disciplines may help individuals engaged
in discipline building, reformulation, or maintenance
to make more informed judgments about the creation
of new forums, changes in journal policy, or the
fostering of new kinds of language use. Rather than
responding to linguistic change from the perspective
of institutional challenge and threat, of a battle over
“the right way” to carry out the discussions of the
disciplines, gatekeepers and disciplinary leaders may
more productively review the communicative needs
of the field and the dynamic evolution of its discourse
system.

The work and achievement of the disciplines rely
integrally on the use of language. The more we
understand about how language uses have emerged
in disciplines, the current patterns, and their assump-
tions and implications, the better able we should be
to carry out the communal work of the disciplines
themselves. But in our desire to master its com-
plexities, we must be careful not to reduce language
to something narrower and more containable than it
is: for those reductions will blind us to precisely those
powers which we wish to understand better. Self-
contained descriptions of language and constraining
“rules of rhetoric” may succeed for limited purposes,
but such formulations do not help us to see beyond
the circumstances for which they were designed. In
accepting that disciplines depend deeply on the use
of language, we necessarily accept the creative com-
plexity and unbounded future of disciplines. It is not
only what disciplines will discover that remains to be
known, but what their practitioners will want to talk
about and how they will want to describe it.
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Literature

The campus novel as we know it is the child of th¢
middle years of the twentieth century. There ar
novels before then—like Rosamund Lehmann$
Dusty Answer (1927), set partly in Cambridge—
which deal with university life, but they do so only
as one milieu among many. One advantage for th¢
writer of taking the campus as the exclusive milic?
of the novel is that it presents a microcosm th3
answers Henry James’s problem of boundary withi?
art: the university offers a discrete community Wit

its own customs, separate from the real world an
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