
chicago style conclusion pitfalls

Understanding Chicago Style Conclusion
Pitfalls
chicago style conclusion pitfalls can significantly undermine the effectiveness and
credibility of academic and professional writing. A well-crafted conclusion in Chicago style
not only summarizes key arguments but also reinforces the author's thesis and offers
lasting insights. However, many writers stumble, leading to an anticlimactic ending or an
incomplete synthesis of their research. This article delves into the common mistakes made
when concluding Chicago style papers, exploring how to avoid them. We will examine the
nuances of restating a thesis effectively, the importance of providing a sense of closure,
and the dangers of introducing new information or making overly broad generalizations.
Understanding these potential traps is crucial for any writer aiming to adhere to Chicago
style's rigorous standards and leave a strong, memorable impression on their readers.
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Common Chicago Style Conclusion Pitfalls

The conclusion of any academic or research paper is a critical juncture, serving as the final
impression a writer leaves with their audience. In Chicago style, which emphasizes
thoroughness and scholarly rigor, the conclusion is no exception. Writers often fall into



predictable traps that diminish the impact of their carefully constructed arguments. These
pitfalls range from simple structural errors to more profound lapses in analytical synthesis.
Recognizing and actively avoiding these common mistakes is paramount to producing a
polished and persuasive piece of work that adheres to Chicago style's esteemed
conventions.

One of the most frequent issues encountered is the tendency to simply reiterate the
introduction or present a dry, uninspired summary of the main points. This approach fails to
capitalize on the opportunity to offer a final, impactful takeaway for the reader. Instead of
providing new insights or demonstrating the broader significance of the research, it can
leave the reader feeling that their time has not been fully rewarded. Understanding the
specific expectations of a Chicago style conclusion is the first step in navigating these
potential challenges successfully.

The Art of Restating the Thesis

Understanding the Purpose of Restatement

A common misconception regarding Chicago style conclusions is that restating the thesis
means verbatim repetition. This is far from the truth. The objective is to reintroduce the
central argument in a new, more sophisticated way, demonstrating how the evidence
presented throughout the paper has substantiated it. The restated thesis should reflect the
nuanced understanding developed through the body of the work. It’s about showcasing the
journey the reader has taken with you, reinforcing the core message without sounding
redundant.

How to Effectively Restate Your Thesis

Effective restatement involves paraphrasing and perhaps slightly re-framing the original
thesis statement. Consider the evolution of your argument. Your conclusion should
acknowledge this evolution. For instance, if your introduction posed a question that your
paper answered, the conclusion should eloquently confirm that answer, perhaps with a
newfound emphasis on its significance. Using synonyms and reordering sentence structure
are key techniques. Avoid simply copying and pasting the introductory thesis; aim for a
more developed articulation that reflects the depth of your analysis.

Avoiding the Cardinal Sin of New Information

Why New Evidence Is Prohibited

One of the most fundamental rules in academic writing, especially within Chicago style, is
that the conclusion should not introduce new evidence, arguments, or data. The body of
your paper is where all supporting material should be presented and analyzed. Introducing



new information in the conclusion fundamentally breaks the structure of logical progression
and can confuse the reader, making them question what the main focus of your research
actually was. It suggests that the author has withheld crucial details until the very end,
undermining their credibility.

What Constitutes "New Information"

"New information" encompasses any factual claims, statistics, quotes, or analytical points
that have not been previously discussed or elaborated upon in the main text. This includes
citing new sources that were not referenced elsewhere in the paper. Even seemingly small
pieces of information can be problematic if they haven't been integrated into the body of
your argument. The conclusion is a space for reflection and synthesis, not for presenting
novel findings that require their own substantiation.

The Danger of Overgeneralization

When Does Synthesis Become Overgeneralization?

While conclusions often benefit from drawing broader implications, there's a fine line
between insightful generalization and unsupported overstatement. Overgeneralization
occurs when a conclusion makes claims that are too vast, too absolute, or not fully
supported by the evidence presented in the paper. This can involve making sweeping
statements about entire populations, historical periods, or academic fields without sufficient
qualification. Readers familiar with Chicago style expect precise, evidence-based reasoning,
and overgeneralizations can shatter this expectation.

Maintaining Specificity and Nuance

To avoid overgeneralization, writers must temper their concluding remarks with careful
language. Instead of stating "This proves X universally," consider phrasing like "This
suggests X is a significant factor in Y context," or "These findings point to potential avenues
for future research into X." The conclusion should acknowledge the limitations of the study
and avoid presenting findings as definitive truths applicable in all situations. Maintaining
the nuance developed throughout the paper is crucial for a credible Chicago style
conclusion.

Achieving True Synthesis, Not Mere Repetition

Distinguishing Between Summary and Synthesis

Many writers confuse summarizing their points with synthesizing them. A summary merely
restates what has already been said, often in a list-like fashion. Synthesis, on the other



hand, involves weaving together the various threads of your argument to create a new,
coherent understanding. It shows how the different parts of your research connect and
contribute to a larger picture, highlighting the overall significance and impact of your
findings. A strong Chicago style conclusion should offer this deeper level of integration.

Techniques for Effective Synthesis

To achieve effective synthesis, writers should focus on the relationships between their main
points. How did argument A reinforce argument B? What unexpected connections emerged
between different pieces of evidence? The conclusion is the place to explicitly draw these
connections. You can discuss how your findings confirm, challenge, or expand upon existing
knowledge in your field. This elevated level of analysis demonstrates a mastery of the
subject matter and elevates the conclusion beyond a simple recap.

Ensuring a Sense of Closure

The Importance of Finality

A well-executed conclusion provides a satisfying sense of closure for the reader. It signals
that the author has completed their exploration of the topic and has presented their final
thoughts and insights. Without this sense of finality, a paper can feel abrupt or unfinished,
leaving the reader with unanswered questions or a feeling of incompleteness. This is
especially important in scholarly work where clarity and thoroughness are paramount.

Elements that Contribute to Closure

Several elements contribute to a strong sense of closure. These include:

A clear restatement of the thesis that reinforces the paper's central argument.

A brief review of the key supporting points, framed in a way that emphasizes their
contribution to the overall argument.

A final thought or statement that leaves a lasting impression, such as a call to action,
a prediction, or a reflection on the broader significance of the topic.

Avoiding phrases that suggest further discussion is needed, such as "More research is
required..." unless it's framed as a forward-looking suggestion.

The Nuance of Implications and



Recommendations

When to Discuss Implications

Discussing the implications of your research is a powerful way to conclude a Chicago style
paper, provided it is done with care and precision. Implications explore what your findings
mean in a broader context. This could involve suggesting how your research impacts
theory, practice, policy, or future research directions. The key is that these implications
must logically flow from the evidence and analysis presented in the body of your paper.

Framing Recommendations Appropriately

Recommendations, often stemming from implications, should be concrete and directly tied
to your findings. However, in Chicago style, recommendations are sometimes more subtle
than in certain applied fields. If your research is purely theoretical, recommendations might
involve suggesting avenues for further theoretical exploration. If it has practical
applications, you might suggest how stakeholders could use your findings. Avoid making
prescriptive statements that go beyond what your research can realistically support. Always
qualify your recommendations by referencing your evidence.

Final Thoughts on Effective Chicago Style
Conclusions

Crafting an effective Chicago style conclusion is an art that requires careful consideration of
both content and presentation. By diligently avoiding common pitfalls such as introducing
new information, overgeneralizing, or merely summarizing, writers can ensure their
conclusions are strong, impactful, and academically sound. The goal is to move beyond
simple repetition and achieve a genuine synthesis that reinforces the thesis, provides a
satisfying sense of closure, and leaves the reader with a profound understanding of the
research's significance. Mastering these elements is crucial for any scholar aiming for
excellence in their academic endeavors.

FAQ

Q: What is the most common mistake writers make in
Chicago style conclusions?
A: The most common mistake is simply summarizing the main points without synthesizing
them or offering new insights. Writers often fall into the trap of repetition rather than
demonstrating how the various parts of their argument contribute to a larger, more
meaningful understanding.



Q: Can I introduce a new idea in my Chicago style
conclusion?
A: No, introducing entirely new ideas, evidence, or arguments in a Chicago style conclusion
is a significant pitfall. The conclusion is for reflection and synthesis of what has already
been presented, not for introducing novel concepts that require their own development and
support.

Q: How should I restate my thesis in the conclusion?
A: You should restate your thesis by paraphrasing and re-framing it to reflect the nuanced
understanding gained through your research. It should demonstrate how your arguments
have substantiated the central claim, using different wording and sentence structures than
in the introduction.

Q: Is it acceptable to suggest future research in a
Chicago style conclusion?
A: Yes, suggesting future research is often appropriate and can provide a valuable sense of
forward momentum. However, it should be presented as a logical extension or consequence
of your findings, not as an admission that your current research is incomplete.

Q: What is the difference between summarizing and
synthesizing in a conclusion?
A: Summarizing is a brief restatement of your main points. Synthesizing is more complex; it
involves weaving together those points to create a new understanding, showing how they
relate to each other and contribute to the overall significance of your research.

Q: How do I avoid overgeneralizing in my Chicago style
conclusion?
A: To avoid overgeneralization, use qualifying language (e.g., "suggests," "indicates," "may
imply") and ensure that any broad claims made are fully supported by the specific evidence
presented in your paper. Acknowledge the limitations of your study.

Q: Should my Chicago style conclusion offer a sense of
finality?
A: Absolutely. A primary function of a conclusion is to provide a satisfying sense of closure.
This is achieved by clearly reinforcing the main argument and leaving the reader with a
lasting impression of the research's value and significance.
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