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Opening paragraph: Staking ou.t the field or subfield of anal: · . ere, Prell succinct! states that she \\-ill be anal inga ne 
direction in the field of American Jewish histo . the stud of capitalism and the econom . This also acts as her hook, hich dra s 
the reader into a "transform ation"that has occurred in the field. B • analyzing this "transformation," she is im plicitl 'sho"i,ing that her 
essay is rele,·ant and tim el • to a new direction in the field. 

Wb_, this field has de eloped. Prell here states that 
scholarshavefound the economic "tum"' in . .\m erican 
Je"'ish history o be "am ore rigorous approach to 
historical scholarship." She identifies the previous 
status of the field (a focus on «culture and identity') 
and introduces the issue that recent scholars have tried 
to fix. She concludes her opening paragraph a 

ompellingargum ent: that the.re has been "a sea 
hange' in the field . 

. fore analysis of the field as needed. While Prell 
chooses to introduce the scholarship she "'ill anal eat 
the start of her bod, paragraphs, this could be a place 
to list the books and articles this essay will examine. 

Transition sentence leadina into focused iopi.c of 
this historiographlc paper. sing the new field of 
American Je"'ish economic history as her backdrop, 
Prell transitions into her thesis paragraph by 
suggesting there needs to be "a careful and systematic 
appraisar• of this scholarship. In doing so, she both 
legitimizes the value of the field, teases that there is an 
intervention to be ma de, and draws the rea de.r into 
what will soon be her main claim in this essa 

The topic of the hi oriography. What is the them e of 
the historiograph ? 'What will the analysis in the body 
of this essay help to clarif , . What are ou clarifying 
about the field. Prell s thesis statement definitivel 
sta es that this economic tum in American e ,ish 
histo has overlooked the role of ·om en. 

Why i.s this topic impot-tant. Prell uses the rest of this 
paragraph to overview ex actl why her intervention is 
im portantFirst, she elaborates on the erasure of worn en 
in .i\m erican e\\-ish economic history, rem arkin that 
they onl appear"as bit players." She then analyzes the 
consequences of this problem: Through this erasure, 
scholars are ovetlo oking"how gender and economy are 
intemi,ined." She concludesb elaborating on this point. 

Simpl put, �rirtuall all scholars writin in the vein of the 
onomic tum in American J�ish histo 

or sim I erased women as subjects and actors in histo 



Purpose: 

The discussion section contains the interpretation of your project's results and situates the implications of 
your findings within the larger literature. To do this effectively, discussion sec1Jions in academic papers often use a 
similar structure in their first paragraph. While some wriiters deviate from this structure, we present the most com
mon elements below. 

The goal of the first paragraph is to remind the reader of the purpose of your study, your results, and the 
most important implications of your findings. If your reader has just finished reading the results section, this sum
mary reminds them of the broader context of your work. As many people often read papers out of order, it allso
serves to orient the reader who may have skipped or skimmed the introduction, methods, or results. In this way, 
the first paragraph should communicate the most important information about your work, almost like an abstract. 
It also foreshadows the structure of the discussion section. This foreshadowing will take shape differently depend
ing on how you decide to organize your findings, but it may indicate that your organization will parallel the order of 
your research questions, objectives, or hypotheses as described in the Introduction. Instead, you may suggest that 
you will structure the section to highlight the most impactful or surprising results. However you decide to structure 
the section, it wil:I help the reader understand and mentally organize your findings if you provide some information 
on the organization of the following text. Next, you will begin the detailed interpretation of the results, typically 
starting with the second paragraph. 

Structure: 
Provide brief context - The opening sentence of the first paragraph provides a concise overview of the impetus 

for the study. This is an optional transition sentence before you summarize your key findings. 

Restate the original research question - This is another optional transition sentence before you summarize your 
key findings. While you can begin your Discussion section with the key findings, this can often feel too ab
rupt. Briefly contextualizing the study and restating the research questions are both ways to ease this tran
sition. Don't spend more than 2-3 sentences on this set-up. Here, the author also provides additional meth
odological details. 

Answer to the research question - This should be a direct answer to the primary research question posed in the 
Introduction. In this paper, the research question asked, "whether household drinking water in the city of 
Montevideo, Uruguay, is associated with children's PbB and urine Pb (PbU) levels." It's important to use 
clear signals to indicate that you are summarizing the primary finding. For example, this sentence begins 
with, "The analysis found ... " Other options include "Our results suggest that. .. " or "Our findings show that ... " 
Your level of confidence in the strength of your findings should inform your word choice. 

Summary of secondary analysis - The secondary results should follow the primary results. In this study, the au
thors also aimed to, ' ... determine the extent to which the water content of Fe or Zn contributes to the asso
ciation between water and blood/urine Pb concentrations." 

Interpretation of finding - This sentence provides a mechanistic explanation for the observed results. The au
thors provide several citations to support this mechanism thus contextualizing their findings within existing 
literature. 
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