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Essay #2 Thesis Development
1. Have your Essay #2 proposals ready – on the screen, or a printed copy.
2. Get together with a partner and explain your topic, and try to explain your argument.

3. Discuss your argument with your partner according to the following questions:

· Does the thesis/argument make a claim?

(If no, then raise issues for the essay to explore.  Be specific.  Refer to the texts.  Think about combining concepts and applying lenses – procedures we covered in class.  A reasonable person must be able to readily disagree with your argument.)

· Is the thesis/argument obviously true or a statement of fact?

(If yes, then the find some avenue of inquiry: a question about the fact that raises issues that someone might challenge.)

· Does the thesis/argument restate conventional wisdom?

(If yes, then complicate the thesis: try to see more than one viewpoint, qualify the claim, apply to a different text/s, apply an additional lens.  You will have to find some unique angle to tackle a mainstream- or conventional wisdom-based topic.)

· Is the thesis/argument merely a personal conviction?

(If yes, then treat your idea as a hypothesis that you will then test with the content of the texts; replace opinions with ideas and theories; consider the significance of the claim and argue about that, rather than “prove” a personal conviction.)

· Is the thesis/argument overly broad?  (Either generally or historically?)

(If yes, then be more specific: go to the text itself and make a claim about a specific portion; qualify your assertion; ask and answer the question “So what?” numerous times.)

· Does the thesis/argument moralize instead of analyze?

(If yes, then consider how you might shape your thesis differently: what is at stake in the “moral” issue?  The concept behind a question of morality may be ripe for analysis: how does the concept specifically operate in the texts that you address?)

· Does the thesis/argument make a direct connection inappropriate for an interpretive-analytical essay?  
(For instance, “Computer games cause ADHD in children” is not a provable claim for this paper; you won’t be conducting any scientific or empirical study of your own, and so your only option would be to find studies that support a case that has already been made – in which case, what’s the point?)

(If yes, then try to “conceptualize” the argument and make a commentary on contemporary society or conduct a “cultural” analysis.  For instance, “Computer games are commonly conceived as quick-paced and action oriented; gamers’ constant exposure to those virtual environments may in part explain their adversity to a traditional classroom, where focus on one, slowly developing topic is necessary.”)

4.
Work with your partner to shape, develop, complicate, and improve your thesis/argument according to the suggestions, above.

5.
Consider locating multiple “sides” to your argument – not just two opposing sides (complicate binaries).  Or try putting your argument and its opposition on the same “side” and see what they are both opposed to (relocate binaries).

6.
Consider counterargument – find evidence that works against your thesis/argument, and try to modify the thesis statement itself to account for the contrary evidence (change the thesis, not the evidence).

Parts of this handout adapted from David Rosenwasser and Jill Stephen’s Writing Analytically.


