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The aim of this resource is to provide you with: 

· input on how to structure your literature review; and
· processes on how to produce a literature review.
General Structure
· Introduction

· Provide background to the issue or state the problem.
· Clearly specify the aim of the literature review (what will be discussed).
· Indicate the scope of the discussion (how it will be discussed).
· Body : Discussion
· Place each work in the context of explaining the problem.
· Relate the assessed literature to others that have been reviewed.
· Organise discussion chronologically (from past-present), theoretically (different theories relating to the problem), etc.
· Evaluate the literature and identify any gaps.
· Identify the controversies that exist in the debate.
· Suggest a need for future research.
· Conclusion
· Restate the key points that contribute to understanding the problem.
· Do not introduce any new ideas.
The Writing Process
· Read about the problem widely, critically and analytically.
· Check relevance, Interpret, compare information and workout relationships between the different literature.
· Take notes critically while you are reading and record the references.
· Draft a critical argument.
· State your argument clearly and support with evidence from the literature.
· Write topic sentences and expand with supporting statements.
· Write cohesively to link the different sentences within a paragraph (use transition words).
· Summarise each section to restate key ideas introduced in the discussion.
· Support discussion with statistics and/or theories from your area of study.
· Use quotations and examples where appropriate.
· Present all views (supporting, opposing or neutral) relating to the problem. 
· Clearly indicate your stand about the debate. 

· Ensure that the different paragraphs in the literature review are linked.
· Include in-text citations where necessary and include a reference list.
An Example



Example (continued)


Useful references

Macauley, P 2001, The literature review, Deakin University, Geelong, Victoria, Australia.

Machi, LA & McEvoy, BT 2009, The literature review: six steps to success, Corwin Press, Thousand Oaks, California.
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In-text citation





Topic sentence





Even when substance-abusing individuals contact a treatment system, early drop-out is a significant problem. Lawendowski (1998) suggested that adolescents tend to be more ambivalent and resistant to change. Indeed, Szapocznik, Perez-Vidal, Brickman, Foote, Santisteban, Hervis and Kurtines (1988, p. 12), in a study of treatment engagement, found that 62% of youth between the ages of 12 and 21 years refused to attend treatment sessions. Several studies have examined the relationship between age and dropout rates directly and some found evidence that, along the age continuum of substance abusers, youth is linked to higher treatment dropout rates (Ball, Lange, Meyers, & Friedman 1988; Feigelman 1987).





The general consensus is that runaway youth are difficult to engage and maintain in therapy (Morrisette 1992); Smart & Ogborne 1994) and are “difficult to work with” (Kufeldt & Nimmo 1987). Given that treatment attendance is often a complicating factor for successful treatment outcome (Institute of Medicine 1990), and that few studies have examined predictors of treatment attendance among runaway youth and their families, further research in this area is needed to help guide treatment providers. This paper examines factors associated with treatment attendance among alcohol-abusing runaway youth and their families utilising a home-based versus office-based family therapy.





Runaway youth are beset with many problems, including physical and sexual abuse, high levels of alcohol and drug use, depression, teen pregnancy, and frequent prostitution (Johnson, Aschkenasy, Hebers, & Gillenwater 1996; Zimmet, Sobo, Zimmerman, Jackson, Mortimer, Yanda & Lazenbnik 1995). The alcohol abuse rate of runaway and homeless youths is estimated to range from 70% to 85% (Rotheram-Borus, Selfridge, Koopman, Haignere, Meyer-Bahlburg, & Ehrhardt 1989; Shaffer & Caton 1984; Yates, MacKenzie, Pennbridge, & Cohen 1988), and the level of alcohol involvement in runaways is at least double that of school youths (Forst & Crim 1994). Limited evidence suggests that rates of alcohol abuse are similar to rates reported among homeless adults (Robertson 1989).

















Supporting statements Links created between the different sentences
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Aim of paper























Introduction





Body: supporting statements and evidence





It is expected that treatment engagement and overall attendance will be significantly higher for families assigned to the home-based intervention, as it removes many barriers for chaotic and disadvantaged families that otherwise would preclude their attendance in the session, as noted by Henggeler et al. (1991). Thus, based upon the theoretical model of home-based therapy, it was expected that lower income, more family chaos, and more adolescent problem behaviours (externalising behaviours and substance use) would predict higher treatment attendance for the home-based compared to the office-based intervention. 








Source adapted from: Slesnick, N & Prestopnik, JL 2004, ‘Office versus home-based family therapy for runaway, alcohol-abusing adolescents: Examination of factors associated with treatment attendance’, Alcohol Treatment Quarterly, vol. 22, pp. 3-19.
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