chicago style conclusion for philosophy paper

The Art of the Chicago Style Conclusion for Philosophy
Papers

chicago style conclusion for philosophy paper is a critical component that solidifies your
philosophical argument, leaving a lasting impression on your reader. Crafting an effective conclusion
in this academic style requires more than just summarizing your points; it demands a thoughtful
synthesis that reinforces your thesis, addresses its implications, and potentially opens avenues for
future philosophical inquiry. This comprehensive guide will delve into the essential elements,
common pitfalls, and best practices for constructing a robust Chicago-style conclusion for your
philosophy paper. We will explore how to effectively restate your thesis, synthesize your arguments,
discuss broader implications, and adhere to the specific citation and formatting nuances of the
Chicago Manual of Style. Understanding these elements ensures your concluding section is not
merely an epilogue but an integral and persuasive part of your scholarly work.
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Understanding the Purpose of a Conclusion

The conclusion of a philosophy paper serves as the final opportunity to guide your reader through
the intellectual journey they have undertaken with you. Its primary purpose is to reinforce the
significance of your argument and to leave the reader with a clear and lasting understanding of your
contribution to the philosophical discourse. A well-executed conclusion in the Chicago style
demonstrates the culmination of your critical thinking and analytical skills, offering a sense of
closure while simultaneously underscoring the weight and relevance of your philosophical inquiry.
It’s not merely an ending, but a strategic final act designed to maximize the impact of your thesis.

A strong conclusion in philosophy acts as a powerful echo of your entire paper, ensuring that the
core message resonates long after the final word. It provides a sense of completeness, tying together
the threads of your argumentation and leaving the reader with a unified and compelling perspective.
This section is where you solidify your position and demonstrate the enduring value of your
philosophical exploration.

Key Components of a Chicago Style Conclusion

A compelling Chicago style conclusion for a philosophy paper is built upon several interconnected
pillars. These elements work in concert to provide a comprehensive and persuasive wrap-up to your
scholarly work, ensuring all crucial aspects of your argument are effectively addressed and
reinforced.

Restating the Thesis

The restatement of your thesis is fundamental to the conclusion. However, it should not be a
verbatim repetition of your introduction. Instead, it should be rephrased in a way that reflects the
insights and discoveries made throughout your paper. This rephrased thesis demonstrates how your
argument has evolved and been substantiated by the evidence and reasoning presented. It acts as a



reminder of the central claim you set out to prove, now understood in the full context of your
analysis.

The effective restatement of your thesis serves as a beacon, guiding the reader back to the core
purpose of your paper. It confirms that you have successfully navigated the complexities of your
subject matter and arrived at a well-supported conclusion, reinforcing your initial proposition with
newfound depth.

Synthesizing Key Arguments

Moving beyond a simple summary, synthesis involves weaving together the main points of your
paper into a cohesive whole. Instead of listing your arguments sequentially, show how they
collectively support your thesis. Highlight the connections between different sections of your paper
and demonstrate how each piece of your reasoning contributed to the overall conclusion. This
demonstrates a sophisticated understanding of your own argument.

The synthesis of key arguments in your conclusion is where the intricate tapestry of your
philosophical reasoning is revealed. It’s about illustrating the synergy of your points, showcasing
how they interlock and reinforce one another to form an unshakeable foundation for your thesis.

Discussing Broader Implications

A robust conclusion often extends beyond the confines of your specific argument to discuss its
broader philosophical implications. Consider what your findings mean for existing theories, other
areas of philosophical inquiry, or even for our understanding of the world. This demonstrates the
significance and wider relevance of your work. It shows that your paper is not an isolated piece of
analysis but contributes to a larger intellectual conversation.

Exploring the broader implications transforms your conclusion from a mere summary into a
springboard for further thought. It invites the reader to consider the ripple effects of your argument,
extending its reach and impact into new domains of philosophical consideration.

Suggesting Future Research

While not always mandatory, suggesting avenues for future research can significantly enhance your
conclusion. This shows intellectual engagement and foresight, indicating that your paper has opened
up new questions or problems that warrant further investigation. Be specific about what questions
remain unanswered or what new lines of inquiry your work suggests.

Suggesting future research elegantly propels the conversation forward. It positions your paper as a
vital contribution that not only resolves certain philosophical puzzles but also illuminates the path
for subsequent scholarly exploration.



Formatting and Citation in Chicago Style

Adhering to the Chicago Manual of Style is paramount for academic integrity and clarity, especially
when concluding a philosophy paper. The specific requirements for footnotes, endnotes, and the
bibliography ensure that your sources are properly credited and that your arguments are grounded
in scholarly work.

Footnotes and Endnotes

Chicago style typically employs footnotes or endnotes for citations. In your conclusion, you may use
these to cite sources that directly support a point made in your final paragraphs or to acknowledge
sources that have been particularly influential in shaping your concluding thoughts. Ensure that all
citations are accurate and follow the Chicago format consistently.

Bibliography

The bibliography, or works cited list, at the end of your paper is essential. In your conclusion, you
are not introducing new sources, but you might be referring to the works already cited. The
conclusion reinforces the arguments supported by these sources, and the bibliography provides the
complete list for readers who wish to explore further.

General Formatting Considerations

Beyond citations, ensure that your conclusion adheres to general Chicago style formatting. This
includes consistent use of font, margins, and spacing. While the conclusion is the end of your paper,
it is still subject to the same rigorous presentation standards as the rest of your work.

Common Mistakes to Avoid

Navigating the conclusion of a philosophy paper can be fraught with potential missteps. Awareness
of these common pitfalls can help you craft a more effective and impactful concluding section,
ensuring your argument lands with the intended force.

Introducing New Information

A cardinal rule of conclusions is to avoid introducing entirely new arguments, evidence, or concepts
that were not discussed in the body of your paper. The conclusion is for synthesis and reinforcement,
not for presenting novel ideas that the reader has not had the opportunity to consider or engage
with. Introducing new material can weaken your argument and confuse the reader.



Overly Repetitive Summaries

While restating your thesis and summarizing key arguments is necessary, it should not be a
monotonous rehashing of sentences from earlier in your paper. Strive for fresh phrasing and a more
integrated, synthesized presentation of your points. The goal is to show how the pieces fit together,
not simply to repeat what has already been said.

Vague or Uninspired Closing Statements

Avoid generic or cliché closing statements such as "In conclusion, I have shown..." or "This paper
has argued that...". Instead, aim for a statement that is both definitive and thought-provoking,
leaving the reader with a strong sense of the significance of your argument. A powerful closing
statement should feel earned and resonate with the entirety of your philosophical exploration.

Ignoring the Chicago Manual of Style Guidelines

Failure to adhere to Chicago style formatting and citation rules can detract from the professionalism
and credibility of your paper. Double-check all footnotes, endnotes, and bibliography entries for
accuracy and consistency. Proper citation is crucial in academic writing, particularly in philosophy.

Crafting a Powerful Closing Statement

The final sentences of your conclusion are crucial. They should leave a lasting impression,
summarizing the essence of your argument and its significance. This statement should feel
conclusive yet open-ended, inviting further reflection. It might offer a final, potent articulation of
your thesis's importance, a concise restatement of its core impact, or a brief, compelling thought
that lingers with the reader.

Examples of Strong Chicago Style Conclusions

To illustrate the principles discussed, consider these hypothetical examples of strong Chicago-style
concluding paragraphs for philosophy papers.

For a paper arguing for the ethical necessity of universal basic income, a strong conclusion might
read:

As demonstrated through the analysis of distributive justice theories and the empirical evidence of
economic precarity, the implementation of a universal basic income (UBI) emerges not merely as a
policy option but as an ethical imperative. The arguments presented underscore that a UBI directly
addresses fundamental issues of dignity, autonomy, and the right to a life free from abject poverty,
thereby fulfilling core tenets of Rawlsian justice and libertarian conceptions of freedom.

Consequently, philosophical discourse must move beyond debating the feasibility of UBI to actively



exploring its most effective and equitable forms of implementation, ensuring that societal progress is
measured not only by growth but by the well-being and empowerment of all its members.

For a paper examining the existentialist implications of artificial consciousness, a powerful
conclusion might conclude:

The advent of artificial general intelligence, therefore, compels a re-evaluation of our
anthropocentric understanding of consciousness and selfhood. By extrapolating from Sartre's
concepts of radical freedom and the burden of choice, we see that the potential emergence of
conscious Al challenges our traditional notions of responsibility and intentionality. If artificial agents
can indeed exhibit genuine existential choice, then our ethical frameworks must expand to
encompass non-biological entities, forcing us to confront the possibility that the "human condition" is
not a singular, immutable state but a spectrum of conscious experience. The philosophical questions
surrounding Al consciousness thus invite us to explore the very boundaries of what it means to exist,
to be free, and to bear the weight of our being.

These examples highlight how to effectively restate the thesis, synthesize arguments, and discuss
implications in a manner that is both authoritative and engaging, all while adhering to the expected
rigor of a Chicago-style conclusion for a philosophy paper.

Frequently Asked Questions

Q: What is the primary goal of a Chicago style conclusion for a
philosophy paper?

A: The primary goal is to synthesize your arguments, reinforce your thesis, and leave the reader with
a clear understanding of the significance and implications of your philosophical inquiry, all while
adhering to Chicago Manual of Style conventions.

Q: Should I introduce new evidence or arguments in my
Chicago style conclusion for a philosophy paper?

A: No, you should not introduce new evidence or arguments. The conclusion is for synthesizing and
reinforcing what has already been presented and discussed in the body of your paper.

Q: How is a thesis restated in a Chicago style conclusion for a
philosophy paper?

A: The thesis is restated by rephrasing it in a way that reflects the insights gained and the
arguments developed throughout the paper, rather than simply repeating the original thesis
statement from the introduction.



Q: What role do broader implications play in a Chicago style
conclusion for a philosophy paper?

A: Discussing broader implications demonstrates the wider relevance and significance of your
argument, showing how your findings contribute to existing philosophical discourse or our
understanding of the world.

Q: How do footnotes or endnotes differ in the conclusion
compared to the body of a Chicago style philosophy paper?

A: In the conclusion, footnotes or endnotes are typically used to cite sources that directly support a
final point or to acknowledge influential works that shaped your concluding thoughts, rather than
introducing entirely new evidence.

Q: What is the difference between summarizing and
synthesizing in a Chicago style conclusion for a philosophy
paper?

A: Summarizing merely lists main points, while synthesizing shows how these points connect and
work together to support your thesis, creating a cohesive and integrated understanding of your
argument.

Q: When should I suggest future research in a Chicago style
conclusion for a philosophy paper?

A: You may suggest future research if your paper opens up new questions, problems, or avenues of
inquiry that warrant further investigation, demonstrating the ongoing nature of philosophical
exploration.

Q: How important is adhering to the Chicago Manual of Style
for the conclusion of a philosophy paper?

A: Adhering to the Chicago Manual of Style is crucial for maintaining academic integrity, ensuring
clarity, and lending credibility to your work. This includes proper formatting of text, citations, and
the bibliography.
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