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Day Time Topic Exercises
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10:00-10:15 Introduction

10:15-12:00
Finding Your 
Story

1. Three Moves
2. Review Sentence

12:00-12:30 Lunch break

12:30-2:00
Constructing 
Your Story

3. Rhetorical Templates
4. Motion and Pacing

2:00-2:45
Writing for 
ESL speakers
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d
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10:00-12:00

12:00-12:30 Lunch break

12:30-2:00
Introducing 
Your Story

5. Tiny Texts
6. Opening Sentence



Journal Rejection rate

Journal of Financial Economics 91.3%

Accounting Review 89.7%

Academy of Management Journal 92-94%

Journal of Marketing Research 90%

Management Science 93%
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§ Stories exist in every culture (Brown, 1991)

§ Reviewers like stories: “Their intro was a 
narrative and captured my imagination. It 
was just good storytelling” (Grant & 
Pollock, AMJ, 2011)

§ A paper should tell a “clear, compelling 
story” (Gould, Nature, 2014)

§ “The simple secret to successful writing, 
scientific or otherwise, is that you are 
telling a story” (El-Omar, Advances in 
Digestive Medicine, 2014)
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Interesting

Important
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Consideration of use (applicability)

Pasteur’s 
quadrant

(Mason, 2001; 
Stokes, 1997)



Consider a paper you are working on. 
Which quadrant is it in? (Be honest!)

§ Bohr’s quadrant (high knowledge creation, 
low problem solving)

§ Edison’s quadrant (low knowledge 
creation, high problem solving)

§ Pasteur’s quadrant (high knowledge 
creation, high problem solving)

§ The null quadrant (low knowledge 
creation, low problem solving)



Consensus 
creation

Consensus 
shifting

Consensus shifting:
1. The author articulates the taken for granted 

assumptions of the imagined audience by 
reviewing the literature ("It has long been 
thought that ...").

2. The author adduces one or more propositions 
that deny what has been traditionally assumed 
("But this is false ...").

3. The author spends the body of the work 
"proving" by various devices that the old, 
routinely assumed propositions are wrong, 
while the new ones being asserted are right 
("We have seen instead that ...").

4. The author suggests the practical consequences 
of these new propositions for his imagined 
audience's ongoing research, specifically how 
they ought to deflect it unto new paths ("Future 
investigation is necessary to ...").

(Hollenbeck, 2008)



Many studies assume that firms' disclosures are “public” and, thus, that investors 
costlessly transform the information from disclosures into prices. A broad takeaway 
from our review is that this assumption is often unrealistic; just as it takes effort to read 
this article, it can be highly costly to acquire and understand firms’ disclosures. The 
existence of processing costs means that firm disclosures are often a form of private 
information and, like all private information, learning from disclosures is an active 
economic choice for which investors expect a competitive return. Conceptualizing 
disclosures as private information also makes it clear that disclosure pricing cannot be 
perfectly efficient. Rather, disclosure processing costs can affect price informativeness, 
responsiveness, liquidity, volatility, and volume within rational equilibria, and have 
implications for a broad array of accounting research.



Consensus 
creation

Consensus 
shifting

Consensus creation:
1. The author shows that there are two (or more) 

clear lines of discrepant thought in the 
literature.

2. The author sheds light by resolving the 
debate or restricting its boundaries.

(Hollenbeck, 2008)







Consensus 
creation

Consensus 
shifting

Unimportant framings:
§ “This has never been done before”

§ Perhaps there is a good reason why it hasn’t been 
done before!

§ Difficult to link this paper to any existing 
consensus in the literature

§ “Filling a gap”
§ This is consensus-confirming research

§ Can be valuable, but is incremental

§ “Why ask why why?”
§ Every strong theory answers why two variables 

are related

§ This framing is about micro-mediation

(Hollenbeck, 2008)



Consider the paper you submitted for this 
workshop. Which of the following does it 
do?

a. Create consensus (strong)
b. Shift consensus (strong)

c. Confirm consensus (weak)

If you chose (c), can you change it to either (a) 
or (b)?



Affirms 
assumptions

That's 
obvious

Does not 
address 

assumptions

That's 
irrelevant

Challenges 
strongly-held 
assumptions

That's 
absurd

Challenges 
weakly-held 
assumptions

That's 
interesting

(Davis, 1971)



Type of 
interestingness

Why it’s interesting

1 Order from chaos What seems disorganized and unstructured 
is actually organized and structured

2 Chaos from order What seems organized and structured is 
actually disorganized and unstructured

3 Simplicity in the 
complex

What seems like heterogeneous phenomena 
are actually a single phenomenon

4 Complexity in the 
simple

What seems like a single phenomenon is 
actually heterogeneous phenomena

5 The psychological 
is social

What seems like an individual phenomenon 
is actually holistic

6 The social is 
psychological

What seems like a holistic phenomenon is 
actually individual

7 The social-
psychological

What seems holistic or individual is actually a 
property of the relation between the two

Type of 
interestingness

Why it’s interesting

8 Local is general What seems like a local phenomenon is 
actually generalizable

9 General is local or 
contextual

What seems like a general phenomenon is 
actually local or context-dependent

10 Unobserved 
dynamism

What seems stable and unchanging is 
actually unstable and changing

11
Unobserved 
regularity or 
periodicity

What seems unstable and unchanging is 
actually regular and repeating

12 Unobserved 
functionality

What seems ineffective for achieving an end 
is actually functional

13 Unobserved 
dysfunction

What seems functional for achieving an end 
is actually ineffective

14 Unobserved good What seems like a bad phenomenon is 
actually good













Type of interestingness Why it’s interesting

15 Unobserved bad What seems like a good phenomenon 
is actually bad

16 Unobserved correlation What seem like independent 
phenomena are actually interrelated

17 False correlation What seem like interrelated 
phenomena are actually independent

18 False coexistence
What seem like phenomena that can 
exist together actually cannot exist 
together

19 Surprise coexistence
What seem like phenomena that 
cannot exist together actually can 
exist together

20 False positive What seems like positive covariation 
is actually negative covariation

21 False negative What seems like negative covariation 
is actually positive covariation

Type of 
interestingness

Why it’s interesting

22 Other false variants of 
shape

Incremental is continuous, continuous is 
incremental, curvilinear is linear, linear 
is curvilinear

23 False similarity
What seem like nearly similar 
phenomena are actually opposite 
phenomena

24 False difference What seem like different phenomena 
are actually the same

25 Dependent variable is 
independent variable

What seems like the outcome is 
actually the predictor

26 Independent variable 
is dependent variable

What seems like the predictor is 
actually the outcome

27 One-way relationship is 
complex

What seems like a direct relationship is 
actually a mutual recursive relationship





Does your paper:

a. Affirm assumptions?

b. Not address assumptions?

c. Challenge strongly-held assumptions?

d. Challenge weakly-held assumptions?

If a, b, or c, can you change it to d?

Look at Davis’s Index of the Interesting in 
the previous slides.

Which type(s) of interestingness best fit 
with your paper?



WRITING EXERCISE 
#1

The Three Moves (Swales, 1990)

Move 1: Establish the territory in which 
the work is located

What literature are you adding to? What is 
known about the phenomenon?

Move 2: Establish a niche for the paper

What gap or blind spot is in the literature? 
What isn’t known about the phenomenon?

Move 3: Fill the niche that has been 
constructed

How will you address this gap? What will 
you to contribute to knowledge about the 
phenomenon?



EXAMPLE

Move 1: Establish the territory in which the work 
is located

Research on group decision-making has generally 
found that using straw polls negatively affects the 
quality of group decisions. 

Move 2: Establish a niche for the paper

Existing research has only examined one form of 
straw polling (plurality voting). Social choice theory 
suggests other voting methods that yield more 
information about voter preferences.

Move 3: Fill the niche that has been constructed

Using rank order or allocation voting methods in 
straw polling provides more information about 
group member preferences and thus improves 
group decision quality.



WRITING EXERCISE 
#1

The Three Moves (Swales, 1990)

Move 1: Establish the territory in which 
the work is located

What literature are you adding to? What is 
known about the phenomenon?

Move 2: Establish a niche for the paper

What gap or blind spot is in the literature? 
What isn’t known about the phenomenon?

Move 3: Fill the niche that has been 
constructed

How will you address this gap? What will 
you to contribute to knowledge about the 
phenomenon?



WRITING EXERCISE 
#2

The Review Sentence (Thomson & Kamler, 
2013)

Imagine how your paper will be written 
about in a literature review. If someone 
was to read your article and write about it 
in one sentence, how would they describe 
the content and its point?



EXAMPLE

The Review Sentence (Thomson & Kamler, 
2013)

“Multivoting—where team members have 
multiple votes to allocate across different 
options—can improve group decision-
making because it forces them to engage 
in more rigorous information processing 
(Johnson, Awtrey, & Ong, 2023).”



WRITING EXERCISE 
#2

The Review Sentence (Thomson & Kamler, 
2013)

Imagine how your paper will be written 
about in a literature review. If someone 
was to read your article and write about it 
in one sentence, how would they describe 
the content and its point?


