
First, decide what you are 
going to argue

Quotation:

• Choose the part of the text that best supports 
the argument you are going to make

• Will often be a specific device or appeal
• Do not forget to mark down the citation
• Choose only the most important part of the 

text, not just a random line or the first you find

Context:

• If necessary, ensure to introduce the source
• What is going on in this part of the text?
• What happens before the quotation? (the specific 

line you are going to cite)
• Ground the reader, set up the situation
• 1-2 sentences maximum

Blended Sentence

• The most important part of your quotation embedded 
on one of your own sentences

• Blend the author’s words with your own
• AVOID “says” if possible
• Do not use a part that is too short, use enough to show 

you are truly utilizing the source
• Do not cite too much, only what is necessary 
• Compound and complex sentences are great for this
• 1 Sentence

Explanation & Analysis:

• Finish explaining the quotation if necessary, complete the 
situation

• Explain the device if necessary
• DO NOT REPEAT THE QUOTATION
• AVOID “This quotation shows” or “This shows”
• Make your argument: How and why does this quotation 

prove you correct?
• This is the most important part, so be detailed and specific
• 2-3 sentences minimum
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In an article for NewStatesman, Jasper Jackson correctly claims that violence in order to 
stop violent speech can sometimes be justified by describing the effectiveness of violence 
and historical examples of this effectiveness, though he is careful to note it’s not always 
appropriate.  Jackson begins by discussing the recent events in Charlottesville and 
ensuing debates about the actions of the marchers and the counter-protesters, such as 
Antifa.  While careful to note that nonviolent protests are often the most effective, he 
goes on to describe how fascists “gain legitimacy by marching unopposed, as if their 
swastikas and burning crosses were just another example of political free expression” 
(Jackson).  However, if they are opposed and embarrassed, then it can attack their 
legitimacy and stop them from growing into a larger and more dangerous movement.  
Jackson also discusses historical times when fascists were successfully opposed with 
violence, such as the Battle of Cable Street in England, and argues that violently opposing 
this type of speech has been, and can be successful.  Jackson still ends with a caveat 
about violence not always being right or always a good idea, but that doesn’t mean it’s 
always wrong or always a bad idea.  It is a tactic that must be kept available, but it must 
also be used strategically and carefully.



Argument:

Quotation: Context:
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