EPQ: Writing the main discussion (c.3000 words)

This is the main body of your dissertation and is where you interpret the meaning of your research – usually what is in your literature review although it can include other research that you have done. Success here depends on a number of factors – refer to Assessment Objective 3 to remind you what these are. You should look at AO3 regularly, to ensure your discussion is “ticking the boxes” of the mark band 3 (ideally!) statements. 
Getting started

Stage 1: creating a structure

A good discussion will be well structured to develop the argument in a logical and helpful way. Therefore, careful planning and consideration of this structure is essential to success. 

Work through the following steps:

· Line of argument: refer back to your question and ask yourself what is your “take” on this? In what direction to you want to go? What sorts of conclusions do you anticipate working towards? Your discussion should be written in a formal, third person style (“this suggests that ….” rather than “I think that …”)
· Refer back to your introduction: on which key aspects have you identified to focus? Given your research, do you need to alter these at all? 

· Come up with five to six main section subheadings: breaking down your discussion into sections enables you to adopt a systematic approach to writing and ensures your final response is structured. This will also help with your time management as you can set yourself a goal of completing a section by a particular date, eg allow two weeks per subsection. 
· Consider the order of your main subsections: what is most logical?  You can always change the order of your subsections later, so they progress in a logical way.
· Refer to your list of headings / subheadings: are there any glaring gaps in your research you need to fill to be able to write these? (You will come across more as you write but consider if there is anything major to address at this stage). 
· You should be aiming for a final document that is a comprehensive discussion of your findings in relation to your question (hypothesis) and the academic theory that underlines your study. It should refer to previous research on the topic (as referred to in your literature review)
· Feel free to demonstrate that you appreciate the limitations of your research and how this may affect the usefulness of your findings.
For example:

If you project is on a nature/nurture question, eg “Does playing violent video games lead to violent behaviour in adolescents?” you may want to use this structure:

· 3 sub headings with arguments that playing violent video games DOES lead to violent behaviour, referring back to how the academic/scientific theory backs this up. Refer to any of your research (in lit review) when relevant. 
· 3 sub headings with arguments that the playing of these games doesn’t necessarily lead to violent behaviour – perhaps on family environment, education, peers. Refer back to how the academic/scientific theory backs this up. Refer to any of your research (in lit review) when relevant. 

