The Structure of an Academic Article – 

Introductions and Conclusions
Academic articles have three main parts:
	Introduction
Preparation to read the article;

Introduces the topic; contains the main idea (thesis); may contain purpose; one or more paragraphs long


	
	Body

Contains key ideas to develop and support the main idea; is the longest part of the article; may be divided into sections; several paragraphs or longer


	
	Conclusion

Ends the paper; may be one sentence, one paragraph, or several paragraphs long


	Typical Contents of Introduction

* General presentation of topic 

* Background / context of article / history

* Main Idea (thesis) of article

* Example / story that illustrates the main point (followed by main idea)

* Presentation of question or problem to be addressed in the article

* Purpose / plan of article

* Definition of key terms used in article

* Survey or summary of past work done on the topic

* Indication of what has not yet been done on the topic (“gap”)

* Possible benefits of the study / report

	
	Typical Contents of Conclusion

* General conclusions on the topic

* Reference to beginning of article

* Main Idea (for the first time, or repetition)

* Solution to a problem

* Summary of main points of article

* Example / story that illustrates the main point

* Results of a survey / experiment

* Discussion of the results of a survey / experiment

* Implications of main idea / results of study / recommendations

* Limitations of this study

* Directions for further study

*Predictions / suggestions for the future



Exercise: Read the following introductions and conclusions. 

a. What is the topic of each article? 

b. Find and underline the main idea / purpose and conclusion (if there is only one) of each article. 

c. In the margins, indicate any other elements of introductions and conclusions that you find.

I.
Exposure to Media Violence: The Effects of Witnessing Aggression
Introduction
One issue that has repeatedly gripped public attention in recent years is this: Does repeated exposure to filmed or televised violence produce an increase in similar behavior among viewers?  This is an important question, with serious social implications.  It is not surprising, then, that is has been the subject of literally hundreds of research projects.  The findings of these studies have certainly not been entirely consistent.  Given the complexity of the issues addressed, this is to be expected.  However, taken together, they point to the following conclusion: Exposure to media violence may, in fact, be one factor contributing to high and rising levels of violence in the United States and elsewhere.  Several lines of research conducted in very different ways are consistent with this interpretation.

Conclusion
Again, we should add a note of caution: Not all findings have been consistent with the idea that exposure to media violence (or participation in aggressive video games) increases actual aggression (Freedman, 1984).  Moreover, the evidence for relatively short-term effects of viewing violence are more firmly established by research than the potential long-term effects are.  Still, existing evidence, when taken as a whole, seems to offer at least moderate support for the conclusion that exposure to media violence can contribute, along with many other factors, to the occurrence of aggressive behavior.

II.
Excerpt from: The Emotional Toll of Motor Vehicle Accidents by Dennis Kramer, PhD., from Transport Topics (week of August 27, 2001 p.9.) 

Introduction
In "Anatomy of an Accident," an article in the Sept. 13, 2000 Transport Topics, the reporter likened the cost of a truck crash to an iceberg, stating that the indirect costs are four times greater than the obvious direct costs. One hidden cost that has not received attention is the potential emotional or psychological toll of an accident on the truck driver. 

Only recently have doctors begun to realize that exposure to motor vehicle accidents can result in a number of psychological and emotional reactions. While the majority of those involved in an accident will not develop any serious emotional problems, evidence from a number of studies, focused on the general public, suggests that many will develop at least some stress reactions. 

Conclusion
It is in the interests of both carriers and drivers to recognize that impaired functioning after exposure to an accident is not a rare event and does not reflect negatively on the character of those distressed. Once we recognize that post-trauma reactions are to some degree "normal reactions to abnormal events," those who suffer can feel free to admit and talk about their fears and concerns. Then, as an industry, we will have truly helped reduce one of the hidden costs of motor vehicle accidents. 
III.
Excerpt from: Overcoming Sex: Can Men and Women be Friends? By Camille Chatterjee, Psychology Today, Sept-Oct.2001
Introduction

If men are from Mars and women are from Venus, it may explain at least one of their shared beliefs: Men and women can't be real friends. Blame the sexual tension that almost inevitably exists between any red-blooded, heterosexual man and woman. Point to the jealousy that plagues many rational people when a significant other befriends someone of the opposite sex. Boil it down to the inherent differences between the sexes. It just can't be done. Right?


Wrong, say relationship experts. "The belief that men and women can't be friends comes from another era in which women were at home and men were in the workplace, and the only way they could get together was for romance," explains Linda Sapadin, Ph.D., a psychologist in private practice in Valley Stream, New York. "Now they work together and have sports interests together and socialize together." This cultural shift is encouraging psychologists, sociologists and communications experts to put forth a new message: Though it may be tricky, men and women can successfully become close friends. What's more, there are good reasons for them to do so.


Society has long singled out romance as the prototypical male-female relationship because it spawns babies and keeps the life cycle going; cross-sex friendship, as researchers call it, has been either ignored or trivialized. We have rules for how to act in romantic relationship (flirt, date, get married, have kids) and even same-sex friendships (boys relate by doing activities together, girls by talking and sharing). But there are so few platonic male-female friendships on display in our culture that we're at a loss to even define these relationships


Part of this confusion stems from the media. A certain 1989 film starring Meg Ryan and Billy Crystal convinced a nation of moviegoers that sex always comes between men and women, making true friendship impossible. "When Harry Met Sally set the potential for male-female friendship back about 25 years," says Michael Monsour, Ph.D., assistant professor of communications at the University of Colorado at Denver and author of Women and Men as Friends: Relationships Across the Life Span in the 21st Century (Lawrence Erlbaum, 2001). Television hasn't helped either. "Almost every time you see a male-female friendship, it winds up turning into romance," Monsour notes. Think Sam and Diane or Chandler and Monica. These cultural images are hard to over-come, he says. It's no wonder we expect that men and women are always on the road to romance.


But that's only one of the major barriers. In 1989, Don O'Meara, Ph.D., a sociology professor at the University of Cincinnati-Raymond Walters College, published a landmark study in the journal Sex Roles on the top impediments to cross-sex friendship. "I started my research because one of my best friends is a woman," says O'Meara. "She said, 'Do you think anyone else has the incredible friendship we do?'" He decided to find out, and after reviewing the scant existing research dating back to only 1974, O'Meara identified the following four challenges to male-female friendship: defining it, dealing with sexual attraction, seeing each other as equals and facing people's responses to the relationship. A few years later, he added a fifth: meeting in the first place.
IV.
Excerpt from: Contemporary Fundamentalism, by Hava Lazarus-Yafeh, from Jerusalem Quarterly, 47, Summer 1988
Introduction
It has become fashionable to talk about fundamentalist movements, attitudes or leadership. Nevertheless, there exists no reasonably accurate definition of the term (it is mainly used as a synonym for fanatics or extremists) and few people seem to be aware of the fact that common denominators exist between very remote and different fundamentalist phenomena, 
such as revolutionary Iran,
 the Muslim Brethren in Egypt and Syria, 
Evangelist preachers, in both the USA and England, 
and the Jewish Ultra-Orthodox or messianic groups in Israel. 
Yet, although it may seem at first sight farfetched, all these and similar phenomena share many common traits and all seem to express a universal reaction to the modern Western world. 
In this paper 
2. some common characteristics of all will be described, 
1. following an attempt to mention in a very general way some of the causes which brought about the rise of the contemporary fundamentalist phenomenon.

Conclusion
Only a few characteristics have been surveyed here in order to point out the many common denominators between different fundamentalist phenomena. Of course, even in a general survey like this, the many differences also emerge and point up the need for a thorough study to clarify the role of each factor in the three religions surveyed. 

                                                                                                           By Minna Lipner
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