Integrating Quotes in a Chunk
When writing literary analysis, it is important to use quotations as your CD’s.  Your CD’s are the proof needed to prove your topic sentences and ultimately your thesis. When using a quote, it is imperative that each quotation is given a particular context and then analyzed.
Before we get started, some basic rules of form.
· No 1st or 2nd person (I, me, you, we, us)

· No contractions (don’t, won’t etc..)

· No informal language

· Do not use forms of say to introduce the quote (see sheet with alternatives to say)
· No questions

· Do not start with a quote. You must introduce the quote. Your format can be one of the following: CM, CM, CD(quote) or CM, CD(quote), CM

· Analysis CM does not repeat the quote
· Transition between chunks to ensure connectivity

· Quote format is the following: “Quote” (30).

The context of the quote should be placed before the quote, and it explains the who, what, where, and when that is pertinent to the chunk.

Here is a short passage from The Chosen:
“‘He’s a great writer. But you wonder about a lot of things when you read him. He’s got a passage in the book about ants on a burning log. The hero, this American, is watching the ants, and instead of taking the log out of the fire and saving the ants, he throws water into the fire. The water turns into steam and that roasts some of the ants, and the others just burn to death on the log or fall off into the fire. It’s a great passage. It shows how cruel people can be’” (97).

If the purpose of the assignment is to describe Danny’s father, Reb Saunders, this would be a good start. First you need to place the quote in context. Ask yourself the following questions:
Who is speaking? Danny

To whom is he speaking? Reuven

What are they talking about, really? Reb Saunders and how he treats Danny.

Where are they when they are talking? In the hospital.
When is this happening? In the hospital after the ball game.
Next, think about the information you will need to write a successful introduction to your quote. You don’t necessarily need all of the contextual information. In this situation you need the who, whom, and what. You don’t need the where because the where is not important to understand Reb Saunders’ character.  The chunk could look something like this:

While in the hospital, Danny relates a story to Reuven “about ants on a burning log. The hero… is watching the ants, and instead of taking the log out of the fire and saving the ants, he throws water into the fire. The water turns into steam and that roasts some of the ants, and the others just burn to death on the log or fall off into the fire…It shows how cruel people can be” (97).
The above quote states who was talking and to whom. It also gives enough information so the reader of the essay understands where in the story the quote took place.

At this point the chunk is not complete because there is no clear analysis of the text. The writer is simply retelling the story. Ask yourself the following questions:
What exactly is the quote saying about what they are talking about?
Why is Danny using this analogy?
Why is it important?

How does he sound when he says this (tone)? 

How does this explain Reb Saunders’ personality?
Since you have read the text, you understand that the two are talking about Reb Saunders and his intentions for Danny. You also understand that the hero actually wanted to save the ants, but his actions caused more harm; therefore, his intentions were good but his actions were bad. This relates to Reb Saunders and his treatment of Danny because he wants the best for Danny, but the way he goes about doing this does not seem to be right. 
After incorporating all of the above information, the chunk could look like this:

While in the hospital, Danny relates a story to Reuven “about ants on a burning log. The hero… is watching the ants, and instead of taking the log out of the fire and saving the ants, he throws water into the fire. The water turns into steam and that roasts some of the ants, and the others just burn to death on the log or fall off into the fire…It shows how cruel people can be” (97). Even though Danny uses this analogy to show Reuven how cruel his father is, he fails to realize that the intentions of the hero, like his father, are not meant to be harmful.
In itself, this chunk is not enough to define Reb Saunders’ character. A couple more chunks would be needed to make this a paragraph. The last sentence is used as a transition to another chunk that would help prove the Reb Saunders is trying to teach Danny but Danny interprets the behavior differently.
