Writing Conclusions for Advanced Placement English Language Essays

The following are all conclusions from papers that scored an 8 or 9 on the AP Language exam. Even
though you have not seen the original question, an effective conclusion should make both the purpose
and thesis of the essay clear.

A good conclusion should be the writer’s final appeal. In a persuasive argument, the writer should end
with a final rhetorical thrust, ending with a convincing idea designed to draw the reader to his side. In a
rhetorical analysis, the writer should be with a holistic assessment of the author’s impact on his or her
audience (viz., what does the author want his or her audience to think or feel upon finishing the
work?).

Something NOT to do in either case: Summarize.

Always end with something new (that is, something not said before). You can and should return to
former ideas, but present them from a different angle. Perhaps show the combined effect of the writer’s
ideas in a rhetorical analysis. Or, in a persuasive argument, end with a convincing idea that follows
from your previous points.

It doesn’t matter what you do, so long as the paper ends on an emotional upswing in which your ideas
are crystal clear and meaningful.

If you can.....

Try the following techniques at the end:

1. Dramatic sentences (e.g. one-word sentences or sentence fragments)

2. Parallel sentences or parallel elements

3. Rhetorical questions (i.e., questions with an obvious answer use to persuade the audience. For
example: Do you want to fail, Johnny?)

4. A new specific illustration that captures a key idea.

5. Anaphora (or any type of intentional repetition). Anaphora is beginning a series of sentences
with the exact same words (e.g., “I have a dream....”)

The point: End with style and flair, if possible. Most of these techniques work best with persuasive
arguments. Keep in mind that this is the English Language & Composition exam. Showing your skill at
using advanced composition techniques will raise your score.
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Note the intriguing idea at the end: That television benefits us because it prevents us from making
mistakes. This final rhetorical appeal caps the writer’s disagreement with ideas presented by a man

named Ehrenreich. KEY POINT: This writer ends with something new. A persuasive appeal that builds
on ideas presented earlier.
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Note the dramatic style of these closing lines. Consider using parallelism or dramatic sentence
structures in your concluding paragraph. Such rhetorical “flair” stylistically enhances your ideas. It
also demonstrates advanced compositional skill. (In this case, observe the dramatic sentence fragment,
“Not a place...” and the parallelism of the following line.) I strongly recommend ending your paper

with dramatic, rhetorical techniques, especially syntactical structures such as anaphora (lines with
repeated opening words), parallelism, or fragments.
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This essays ends with reflection, capturing the idea that imperfection is a necessary part of life. This
philosophical ending adds depth to an already fine paper. Note how the ideas presented are universal
and apply to many aspects of life. We don’t all think as deeply, but do recognize the important of
showing your understanding at the end.
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Not an impressive conclusion. The writer essentially returns to the author’s rhetorical purpose.
However, this conclusion does bring the paper to finality. It is functional. It doesn’t raise the score or
quality, but neither does it do any harm. We are able to clearly see that the writer understood Wilson’s
purpose. Conclusions should also reveal a clear understanding of the subject being analyzed.
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Previous page: Nice concluding paragraph. The author brought in a new example (Iraqi voting) and
connected it to the important of voting in America. This new illustrative example strengthened the
writer’s final appeal. Remember: End with something new. In persuasive arguments, your paper should
close with a final rhetorical appeal using something new.
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Dull, dry conclusion, but it works. The writer reminds us of Hazlitt’s rhetorical purpose and reiterates
the primary strategies employed. The writer’s language (“lax forth,” “relentless string of misfortune,”
“readers’ heartstrings”) helps. Such conclusions are not recommended, but they work—in so far as
they don’t hurt your paper. If you must end quickly, do it this way.
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Nothing exciting. But it works. (See the previous example.)
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This is a rather poor conclusion. You might note that—so far in this file—few excite. There’s a lesson
there: Put your greatest energy into developing your body paragraphs. The conclusion need only be
functional. Of course, in real writing, the conclusion carries far greater weight.
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Ho-hum. Another one that merely works.
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Now here’s a conclusion! Note the effective (stylistic) use of a rhetorical question. The writer ends
with a thoughtful opinion, confidently presented. This conclusion comes from information presented

previously but is “new” in that it had never been articulated before. The writer’s style and vocabulary
impresses.



The remaining conclusions are presented without comment. Though not all will impress, they do what
a conclusion is supposed to do: Bring a paper to finality and address the main idea(s).

Without a conclusion, your paper is structurally flawed and will be marked down severely.
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_ ADDITIONAL PACE FOR ANSWERING QUESTIONI ]
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