
To start off this research paper I'd like to say that I am focusing on the specific rhetorical 

aim, provided to me by John Bean Reading Rhetorically, chapter 2 Analyzing Your 

Reading and Writing Context (pg 19-20), of  "inquire and explore." 

 

I want to start out explaining the difficulties I faced when first reading Pratt's Arts of the 

Contact Zone, how I struggled at first with the idea of the contact zone and how it even 

worked. It was probably my unwillingness to read the text in the first place that made it 

difficult for me to understand. I resisted the text rather than try to read it. Pratt was 

everywhere with her essay, jumping from her son to Guaman Poma's letter, to Benedict 

Anderson and so on that I felt overwhelmed and it felt like Pratt had no real focus. 

Rereading the material however, no matter how much I didn’t want to, helped me get a 

better grasp on where Pratt was trying to go and why.  

 

Explain then how I came to better understand the contact zone and how I feel about it. I 

feel that the contact zone can be a very beneficial if people were only willing to learn 

more about it. However, I don't think people realize how much they have already 

experience the contact zone, including myself. The real problem here seems to be how 

do we respond to contact zone situations in a professional manor.  

 

I'd like to ask the authors questions, rhetorically. While the contact zone seems like 

something that can benefit people in understanding certain texts, is it entirely 

necessary? Before learning about the contact zone I had little confusion on how myself 

would respond to essays like "Queers, Bums, and Magic" or the posters that had been 

around Miller's campus. But maybe this just shows that I have always been in the 

contact zone in some way, shape or form, I just didn't realize it until I was given a 

definition. Even when given the definition it took me until reading Fault Lines in the 

Contact Zone to feel this way. In that case then should the contact zone be something 

presented to students early on instead of in college, when I'm learning it. 

 



I got a lot of help from different articles online that I looked up(find them, site them), 

from Richard Miller’s Fault Lines in the Contact Zones and Patricia Bizzell’s "Contact 

Zones" and English Studies. By reading Fault Lines in the Contact Zone I was able to see 

(even more clearly than before) that the contact zone is not just, as Pratt puts it, "... a 

social space where cultures meet, clash, and grapple with each other," but can also 

include other topics such as feminism or homophobia, that the contact zone is this place 

that can be dangerous to go. 

 

It now seems obvious that topics like homophobia and feminism can be included in the 

contact zone since they are indeed subjects where cultures clash with one another. Since 

Pratt was so focused on the effects of the contact zone had on her students when they 

were confronted with the truths of their history(?) that it didn't really occur to me. 

 

I had a much easier time reading Miller's Fault Lines in the Contact Zone compared to 

Art of the Contact Zone, perhaps because the title gave me the impression he would be 

questioning Pratt's ideas and I'm all for that. In some ways he did question the contact 

zone, such as how do we respond to certain topics that are in the social space that is 

considered the contact zone. Miller's examples and thoughts were actually very helpful 

in helping me further understand what the contact zone is all about and the concerns 

people (educators) have with applying it.  

 

Both Pratt and Miller use several different examples to explain what they are trying to 

say. Pratt with the stories of her sons, the story of Guaman Poma's letter and Miller with 

the stories of the AT&T advertising, the controversial essay "Queers, Bums, and Magic", 

and his experience he encountered at the campus he taught at when various posters 

against rape and others seemingly promoting rape. No matter how jumpy and at times 

random these stories seemed they do indeed convey what they are meant to. 

 



That is something else I learned. That one of the most difficult aspects of the contact 

zone is that a majority of people do not know how to respond to it on a professional 

level, especially when it is something harsh and difficult to determine its legitimacy, like 

"Queers, Bums, and Magic." We are all bound to know how we would reply to certain 

text personally. It’s being professional that we have to worry about. 

 

I want to conclude with by quickly summarizing my essay, saying what I have learned 

and how I could possible benefit from them and how much my understanding developed 

from when we first started reading Pratt to now. Before to me it seemed Pratt was 

talking out of unmentionable places merely because I didn't understand what she was 

saying. Considering this was originally a lecture meant for the Modern Language 

Association I'm surprised I was able to develop even a slight understanding. I still find 

her style of presenting her points in this essay odd and scrambled but overall effective 

once one understands where Pratt herself stands. 

 


