ABSTRACTS - FURTHER EXPLANATION
· 5 sources, 1 abstract for each source

· think of these abstracts as a "Works Consulted page on Steroids" 

· they sometimes are called "Annotated Bibliographies" too

· they are source evaluation:  you get 5 quality sources & then demonstrate their quality in this analysis
1. MLA bibliographic citation:  

· this is what will be listed on your Works Consulted page later & here, it starts the abstract for an individual source

· consult our MLA 2010 page link for exact format

· yes, you can start with sites like Easy Bib, BUT -- fair warning! -- they're not perfect & not getting the grade for this assignment (you are)
· *government documents are different -- look on the MLA 2010 page

· *database articles are different -- look on the MLA 2010 page

2. analyses:
· these are analyses of the author, the publication, the author's intended audience, & the author's aim of argument
· as they appear on the handout, they will be bulleted
· author -

· what are the author's credentials

· who is this person & why should I care what s/he has to say

· (IF you have NO AUTHOR, then just leave this blank)

· publication -

· who are they, what biases do they have, what kind of material do they publish, ...

· audience -

· inferred by you (not overtly stated in the piece)

· who do you think would read this, who is the targeted readership 

· based on its style, language, tone, ...
· aim -

· why did they write it - the handout has choices & explanations
· this is also inferred by you

3. summary:
· below those bullets, write a paragraph of summary

· the article's main points, in the order they appear

· (subheadings are really helpful!)

· remain objective - no opinion, no analysis

4. evaluation:
· beneath the summary paragraph

· write another paragraph of evaluation

· how well was it written, did it reach its aim of argument, was the author credible,...?

SET UP:
· see p.3 of our handout for an example

· upper right-hand corner HEADERS as you'd use in an essay

· no need for a title

· REVERSE INDENT each source 

· don't indent the 1st line of the MLA citation

· indent every line under it

· bullets too

· 2 paragraphs too

· SO... everything is indented under that first line for that source

· the handout illustrates this on the 3rd page
· ALPHABETIZE
· alphabetize the sources

· by the 1st letter of the author's last name

· if no author, by the 1st letter of the article title

· UNLESS the article starts with a definite article (a, an, the)

· then use the next word to alphabetize

OTHER USES:
· the material for your author will be used in the LEAD-IN EXPRESSIONS
· the MLA bibliographic citations will be used for the WORKS CONSULTED page

· after my grading/feedback, these should be perfect ... & worth 20pts. out of the 100pts. for the paper

· the summary often has QUOTES that can be used in the paper
SAMPLE:
· this is what ONE abstract of ONE source looks like (it's from the 3rd page of our handout)

· follow this lead for all 5 sources
· notice how everything is indented under the very 1st line
· the next source would begin by not indenting its 1st line & then indenting all the rest
· (the colors are just to highlight each section, mentioned above)

Smith, Joseph D. “Modern Fiction’s Flaws.” Critics’ Corner 12 (2006): 9-11.  Print.
· Author 

· Dr. Joseph D. Smith, Oxford professor, author, poet 
· author of several articles and host of the Ovation show Literally Speaking
· Publication 

· Critics’ Corner: moderate level, for teachers & students
· conservative scholarly journal
· Intended Audience 
· for teachers & students, literature lovers
· educated, avid readers
· Aim of Argument 

· to inquire, inform
Dr. Smith asserts that contemporary fiction has had a “fall from grace, akin to that of our Edenic ancestors” (9).  He includes several excerpts from recent best-sellers to illustrate the shoddiness of writing.  After each blurb, he points out the flaws and then rewrites the passage.  Smith then concludes that wholesale changes need to be made across the industry and across the reading public, from publishers to readers.  
Smith demonstrates appropriate logos throughout his article, especially in his use of examples.  When he rewrites after his critique, he bolsters his ethos, as well.  His tone is even, professional, and unbiased.   Also, he has credibility and authority on this issue, for he has published several books on several topics, including literary theory and criticism, the publishing markets, and his own poetry.  His article will work well with my position.
