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Analysis Essay Tip Sheet


Tip:  
Use MLA style – see page 602 – 631 in your textbook (Writing:  A Guide for College and Beyond)
Tip:  
Read Analysis Essays:  pages 242 – 246; pages 278 – 280; pages 296 – 301

The key to effective analysis is in the detail and depth of the questions you ask:
Does this text or image grab your attention?  Why and how does it do that?
How (in what way) is this text or image effective or not?  What was the author or creator’s intention?  Does it work?  Why or why not?
Where does it come from? When was it created, printed or published? Who wrote the material or created the image? Can you trust the writer/image maker? What background does she or he have?  Where does it appear? Is it in a book, magazine, brochure, etc., and does that publication have a purpose or bias? 

What does it say? What is the writer/image maker’s thesis, claim, or over-all point? What kinds of reason (ethical, emotional, logical) and evidence does he or she use? Who are the intended readers/viewers? Does the writer/image maker make assumptions about what the reader knows and believes? Can you trust the facts or evidence offered? Where do the facts come from? Does the writer/image maker’s conclusion make sense based on the evidence offered? Are you aware of other points of view? Is the writer/image maker appealing to the reader to take action?  What is the point of the text or image?*
Include these elements (from assignment sheet)

1. Describe the texts or image you chose.

2. Summarize the key points and point of view presented by the author.

3. Consider whether other conclusions are possible given the stated evidence.

4. Are there alternative points of view possible on the issue presented? 

5. Examine the kind of appeals that the author uses. Does he or she use logical, emotional, or ethical grounds for his or her position? Perhaps a combination?

6. Finally, reflect on the written or visual texts you chose.  Did you learn new information that you did not have before? What parts do you agree with and why?  What parts do you disagree with and why? Is there anything significant that has been left out?  Has your perspective been changed or expanded as a result of examining this work, and if so, in what way?  If not, why not?

