
Synthesis Paper, Phase I 
Public Meeting Observation and Analysis 

Due Thu. Oct. 10th 
 
A printed copy of the first phase of your synthesis paper is due in class on Thu., Oct. 10th. This paper 
should be written following APA style. For information on this formatting, please consult a manual or 
visit this website: https://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/560/01/ You do not need a title page or 
a running header. Please include your name, date, and staple in the upper left hand corner of the 
front page and page numbers in the upper right corner on every page thereafter. 
 
The paper should follow this general format: 
 
Introduction (2-3 paragraphs) 
The first two paragraphs of a paper should create the road map for the rest of the essay. In the 
Introduction, provide a summary of your thesis. What are you going to talk about in the paper and 
why does this matter? The Introduction is the road map to the rest of your paper. 
 
Body (3-4 pages) 
The body of your paper should do two things: 
First, describe the experience. Provide relevant details about the meeting, where it was held, who 
was in attendance, and if this is relevant information why you chose to attend (Note: Saying “I chose 
to attend because it was the only one that fit my schedule” is not relevant information to your 
analysis). 
 
Second, analyze your observations. Consider the questions you investigated in the observation, such 
as “Do you have “civic legitimacy” here? How do participants influence decision making? What 
reasoning strategies do you notice? Here is an example of how you can integrate your observations 
with the readings. 
 
As Senecah (2004) argues, the way in which a public meeting space is arranged, what she calls the 
“proxemics” of a public meeting, is generally consistent. In these settings, the audience sits in rows 
and faces a long table of decision makers. The audience directs comments at the decision makers 
but there is a limited amount of communication, creating a situation where “Communication is usually 
one-way” (Senecah, 2004, p. 28). My observations in this public meeting were consistent with this 
description, as the audience faced the decision makers and there was little dialogue. However, one 
key difference I noticed was that participants were asked to leave comment forms in a box at the back 
of the room and the decision makers said they would respond to these comments at the next 
meeting. This is an important strategy for improving influence because….” 
 
Conclusion (2-3 paragraphs) 
The conclusion is your wrap up. Summarize your main points again and offer a concluding reflection 
about why this observation exercise mattered and how it changed your thinking about public 
meetings, voice, democracy, or another theme related to class. 
By way of sharing your reflection, we will have a World Café series of discussions about our papers. 
Although you do not need to prepare a formal presentation, come to class ready to talk about your 
observations. 
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