Further suggestions for Unit 1 papers:

On format:

Any successful act of communication requires, between writer and reader, 

· the evoking or prior shared knowledge and the creation of new

· a shared understanding of purpose; drawing on common expectations about quality, quantity, manner and relation within a discourse community 

· a shared understanding of how—of what a text about this sort of topic with this sort of purpose might look like.

Shared knowledge:  some of the knowledge we share, but that needs to be evoked in the context of an academic essay, is the framework, the semantic fields, the prior theory and research on which an inquiry is based.  So your essay, like Pratt’s, like L&L chapters, needs to include some reference to the defining terms you’ll be using in your analysis and your source of information about those terms.  
Shared purpose:  as a writer, you’re likely to be a newcomer to the discourse community of those who study discourse.  As a reader, I’ll assume that any violations (from my perspective) of these maxims are not an intentional violation of the cooperative principle, but an occasion for further conversation (through response and revision).  Our shared purpose within the context of a course is teaching and learning, and our conversation about your essay contributes to that purpose.  More specific purposes with this activity, from my perspective, are to have you engage in inquiry about some examples of discourse that interest you, from a particular context(s), applying the shared knowledge we’ve been building together in this part of the semester.  From your perspective, they may be primarily to meet a requirement and to get a grade, but I hope that within that frame you will intend your own inquiry and learning as well.
Shared ways:  as a newcomer to this kind of study, you don’t necessarily share the ways in which such studies proceed and are reported.  I’ve focused on the process (identifying interesting examples of discourse that might be related in some way, developing questions or a hypothesis about what’s interesting in those examples, and analyzing those texts using the methods we’ve been developing,).  There are also some typical formats for reporting on what you’ve discovered.  
Here are two:
Bottom up (inductive)

1. Beginning with a brief example of the sort of discourse you’re studying and using that to create some shared knowledge about the context, and about the questions and ideas you’re pursuing

2.  Setting forth the key terms you’ll use in your analysis.

3.  Discussing what emerges from your analysis, with examples.

4.  Placing this work within the relevant shared knowledge of the field
5.  Exploring the understandings by putting your analysis and the shared knowledge together.  

6.  Pointing to where this inquiry might lead you in further research, the questions or directions it has uncovered that you might want to pursue.  

(Chapter 4 of L&L proceeds generally within this format)

Top down (deductive)

1. Beginning with what you’ve discovered, as a thesis.

2. Identifying the relevant shared knowledge from other research.

3. Discussing how you’ve applied that shared knowledge to your analysis.

4. Discussing what emerges from your analysis (with examples)

5. Discussing the implications of what you’ve seen and the new understandings it might contribute to this area of research.

6.  Pointing to where to where this inquiry might lead you in further research, the questions or directions it has uncovered that you might want to pursue.  

(Pratt’s chapter proceeds generally within this format; a clearer example can be found in the Tannen article on our resources page.)
