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chicago style conclusion for political science paper are often the last impression your professor
or audience will have of your work, making them a critical component of academic success. This
guide aims to demystify the process of crafting a powerful and effective conclusion, adhering to the
specific conventions of the Chicago Manual of Style. We will delve into the essential elements that
constitute a strong concluding section, from restating your thesis in a new light to synthesizing your
main arguments and offering avenues for future research. Understanding these principles is
paramount for demonstrating mastery of your subject matter and leaving a lasting, persuasive
impact. This article will explore the nuances of summarizing your findings, highlighting the
significance of your research, and ensuring your political science paper concludes with clarity and
authority.
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Key Components of a Chicago Style Conclusion

A robust conclusion in political science, following Chicago style, is more than just a summary; it is a
sophisticated synthesis of your entire argument. It should artfully weave together the threads of
your research, demonstrating how your analysis has illuminated a particular aspect of political
theory, policy, or practice. The primary goal is to reinforce the significance of your findings and to
provide a sense of closure for the reader, leaving them with a clear understanding of your paper's
contributions to the field.

At its core, a Chicago style conclusion must address several key elements. First, it should
unequivocally restate your thesis, not by simply repeating it verbatim, but by rephrasing it to reflect
the insights gained through your research. Second, it must concisely synthesize the main arguments
presented in the body of your paper, demonstrating the logical progression of your reasoning.
Finally, and perhaps most importantly, it should underscore the broader implications and
significance of your findings, answering the crucial "so what?" question for your readers.



Synthesizing Your Arguments Effectively

Synthesizing your arguments is the heart of a strong conclusion. This involves bringing together the
evidence and analysis from your various sections to create a cohesive and overarching
understanding. Instead of merely listing the points you've made, you need to show how they connect
and collectively support your thesis. Think of it as building a mosaic; each piece (your arguments
and evidence) is important, but the true impact comes from how they are arranged to form a
complete picture.

To achieve effective synthesis, consider how each of your main points contributes to answering your
central research question or validating your thesis. Does one argument build upon another? Do
different lines of evidence converge to a single conclusion? Highlighting these connections
reinforces the logical structure of your paper and demonstrates a deep understanding of the subject
matter. A well-synthesized conclusion leaves the reader with a sense of completeness and conviction
in your overall argument.

Connecting Evidence to Thesis

The connection between the evidence presented throughout your paper and your overarching thesis
must be explicitly articulated in the conclusion. This is where you demonstrate that your research
has successfully supported your initial claims. Avoid introducing new evidence; instead, refer back to
the crucial pieces of evidence you have already discussed and explain how they collectively validate
your thesis. This reinforces the credibility of your research and leaves no room for doubt regarding
your findings.

Demonstrating Logical Flow

A smooth and logical flow is essential for a compelling conclusion. Readers should feel that your
arguments have led them to the inevitable conclusions you present. In your Chicago style
conclusion, you can achieve this by using transition words and phrases that link your synthesized
points together, creating a seamless narrative. This helps to guide the reader through your final
thoughts and reinforces the coherence of your entire paper.

Restating Your Thesis and Main Points

Restating your thesis is a fundamental aspect of any conclusion, but in Chicago style for political
science, it requires careful consideration. You should not simply copy and paste your thesis
statement from the introduction. Instead, rephrase it using different language, reflecting the
nuances and deeper understanding that your research has provided. This demonstrates your
intellectual growth throughout the paper and reinforces your central argument in a new, often more
persuasive, light.



Similarly, your main points should be revisited and summarized without becoming a redundant
recitation of your topic sentences. Focus on the implications of these points and how they
collectively contribute to your overall thesis. The goal is to remind the reader of the key pillars
supporting your argument, but to do so in a way that adds value and insight, rather than just
repetition.

Rephrasing the Core Argument

The act of rephrasing your thesis is an opportunity to showcase your nuanced understanding.
Consider what you have learned or proven through your analysis. Your restated thesis should
encapsulate this evolved perspective, demonstrating how your research has shed new light on the
initial proposition. It should be concise, impactful, and clearly align with the arguments you have
developed.

Summarizing Key Supporting Arguments

When summarizing your main points, aim for conciseness and impact. Briefly touch upon the most
crucial arguments that formed the backbone of your paper. Instead of detailing the evidence again,
focus on the conclusions drawn from that evidence. This approach reinforces the key takeaways for
the reader and underscores the validity of your overall thesis.

Addressing the "So What?" Factor in Political Science

A critical element of any strong conclusion, especially in political science, is addressing the "so
what?" factor. This means explaining the broader significance and implications of your research.
Why does your analysis matter? What does it contribute to our understanding of political processes,
institutions, or behavior? Your conclusion should leave the reader with a clear sense of the value and
relevance of your work.

Consider the potential impact of your findings on policy, theory, or future research. Does your work
challenge existing assumptions? Does it offer new insights into a persistent problem? Answering
these questions elevates your paper from a mere academic exercise to a meaningful contribution to
the field of political science. It demonstrates that you understand the real-world implications of your
academic inquiry.

Highlighting Broader Implications

The broader implications of your research can be multifaceted. For instance, if your paper analyzes
a specific policy's effectiveness, its implications might extend to other similar policies or to our
understanding of governmental capacity. If you've examined a political movement, its implications
could relate to democratic theory or social change. Clearly articulating these connections makes



your research more impactful and memorable.

Connecting to Contemporary Issues

Linking your findings to contemporary political issues can powerfully demonstrate their relevance. If
your research, for example, provides historical context for a current debate on immigration or
international relations, mentioning this connection can immediately capture the reader's attention
and underscore the timeliness and importance of your work. This shows an awareness of the
dynamic nature of political science and its role in understanding the present.

Limitations and Future Research Directions

No research is exhaustive, and acknowledging the limitations of your study is a sign of scholarly
integrity. In a Chicago style conclusion for a political science paper, it is appropriate to briefly
mention any constraints you encountered, such as data limitations, methodological challenges, or
the scope of your analysis. This demonstrates a critical self-awareness and strengthens the
credibility of your work.

Following the acknowledgment of limitations, it is often beneficial to suggest avenues for future
research. This can be a compelling way to conclude your paper, as it shows that your work has
opened up new questions or areas for exploration within the field. These suggestions should logically
stem from your own findings and the unresolved issues your research may have raised, providing a
roadmap for subsequent scholarly endeavors.

Acknowledging Study Constraints

When discussing limitations, be specific but concise. For example, you might mention that your
study focused on a particular geographic region or a limited time frame, which could affect the
generalizability of your findings. Avoid making excuses; frame these as opportunities for further
investigation and refinement of understanding within the political science discipline.

Proposing New Avenues of Inquiry

Future research suggestions should be forward-looking and grounded in your findings. You might
propose testing your hypothesis in a different context, using an alternative methodology, or
exploring related but unexamined questions. This demonstrates intellectual curiosity and positions
your paper as a stepping stone for future scholarly contributions.



Common Pitfalls to Avoid in Chicago Style Conclusions

Even with careful planning, it's easy to fall into common traps when writing a conclusion. One of the
most frequent errors is introducing new information or arguments that were not discussed in the
body of the paper. A conclusion should synthesize and reflect upon existing content, not present
novel ideas that the reader has no context for. Another pitfall is being too brief or too repetitive,
failing to offer a satisfactory sense of closure or instead rehashing points without adding analytical
depth.

Overly vague or generalized statements can also weaken a conclusion. In political science, where
precision and evidence are paramount, broad pronouncements without specific grounding can
undermine the impact of your paper. Furthermore, ending abruptly without a clear synthesis or a
statement of significance leaves the reader feeling unsatisfied. Adhering to the structured approach
of Chicago style helps mitigate these issues.

Avoiding New Material

The cardinal rule of a conclusion is to refrain from introducing entirely new concepts or evidence.
Your conclusion is a space for reflection and summation, not for introducing fresh arguments that
require their own substantiation. If a point is crucial, it should have been addressed earlier in the
paper. Stick to what you have already established and analyzed.

Preventing Repetitiveness

While restating your thesis and summarizing main points is necessary, it must be done in a way that
feels fresh and insightful. Avoid simply copying and pasting sentences from your introduction or
body paragraphs. Instead, rephrase, synthesize, and build upon what has already been presented to
create a sense of development and finality, not just repetition.

Polishing Your Chicago Style Conclusion

The final stage in crafting an effective Chicago style conclusion for your political science paper
involves meticulous polishing. Read your conclusion aloud to catch awkward phrasing or logical
gaps. Ensure that it flows seamlessly from the preceding section and provides a strong, resonant
final impression. Pay close attention to word choice, ensuring that your language is precise and
authoritative, befitting the academic context of political science.

Check for consistency in tone and argument. Does your conclusion accurately reflect the journey
your paper has taken? A well-polished conclusion will leave your reader with a clear understanding
of your research's contribution and its significance, reinforcing the overall quality and impact of
your scholarly work. The goal is a polished, impactful closing that solidifies your arguments and
leaves a lasting, positive impression.



Reviewing for Clarity and Conciseness

Clarity and conciseness are paramount. After drafting your conclusion, dedicate time to refining
every sentence. Remove jargon where possible or ensure it's clearly understood within the context of
your paper. Eliminate redundant words or phrases that do not add to the argument's clarity or force.
A sharp, well-articulated conclusion is much more persuasive.

Ensuring a Strong Final Impression

Your concluding sentences should be memorable and impactful. They should encapsulate the
essence of your paper's argument and leave the reader with a definitive takeaway. Consider ending
with a thought-provoking statement about the future of the issue you've addressed or a final
reinforcement of your central thesis's importance. This ensures your paper concludes with the
authority and significance it deserves.

FAQ

Q: What is the primary purpose of a conclusion in a Chicago
style political science paper?
A: The primary purpose of a Chicago style conclusion for a political science paper is to synthesize
the research, restate the thesis in a new light, summarize the main arguments, and underscore the
broader significance and implications of the findings. It aims to provide closure and reinforce the
paper's contribution to the field.

Q: Should I introduce new evidence in my Chicago style
conclusion?
A: No, you should not introduce new evidence or arguments in your Chicago style conclusion. The
conclusion is meant to summarize, synthesize, and reflect upon the evidence and arguments already
presented in the body of the paper.

Q: How do I effectively restate my thesis in the conclusion
without being repetitive?
A: To effectively restate your thesis, rephrase it using different wording and incorporating the
insights gained through your research. Show how your analysis has deepened or confirmed your
initial proposition, rather than simply repeating the thesis statement from your introduction.



Q: What does the "so what?" factor mean in the context of a
political science conclusion?
A: The "so what?" factor refers to explaining the broader significance and relevance of your
research. It answers why your findings matter, what their impact is on the field of political science,
policy, or our understanding of political phenomena, and why the reader should care about your
work.

Q: Is it important to mention the limitations of my study in a
Chicago style conclusion?
A: Yes, it is important and scholarly to acknowledge the limitations of your study in a Chicago style
conclusion. This demonstrates academic integrity, self-awareness, and helps to contextualize your
findings, often opening avenues for future research.

Q: How can I suggest future research directions in my
conclusion?
A: Future research directions should logically flow from your findings and the questions your paper
has raised or left unanswered. Propose specific areas for further investigation, such as exploring
different contexts, methodologies, or related theoretical questions, that build upon your work.

Q: What are some common mistakes to avoid in a Chicago
style conclusion?
A: Common mistakes include introducing new material, being overly repetitive, making vague or
unsupported statements, ending abruptly, and failing to synthesize arguments effectively.
Maintaining clarity, conciseness, and a focus on synthesis is crucial.

Q: How should I ensure my conclusion leaves a strong final
impression?
A: To leave a strong final impression, ensure your conclusion is well-written, provides a clear sense
of closure, and powerfully reinforces the significance of your research. End with a memorable
statement that encapsulates your main argument or offers a forward-looking perspective on the
topic.

Q: Does a Chicago style conclusion differ significantly from
conclusions in other citation styles?
A: While the core elements of a conclusion (summarizing, restating thesis, implications) are
universal, Chicago style emphasizes thoroughness in argument synthesis and often encourages a
detailed exploration of limitations and future research, particularly in humanities and social sciences
like political science. The emphasis on footnotes/endnotes in Chicago style can also influence how



evidence is referenced throughout the paper, but the concluding structure itself is largely consistent
with academic best practices.
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