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Essay-Like Articles (WP:NOTESSAY) 

 

As we discussed in “The Problem for Wikipedia” document, one significant problem Wikipedia 

has is articles being posted that are essentially essays or are otherwise essay-like. The difficulty 

is that essays often contain great information, good overviews, and verifiable sources. However, 

they need to be converted into the structure, tone, and form of a wikipedia article. This can be a 

large task since it requires extensive bold edits. However, it is essential that someone do this 

revision since essay-like articles will often restrict future improvements to the article.  

 

If you have selected or found an article that fits this category (whether or not it is actually tagged 

with WP:NOTESSAY), here is some guidance. 

Policy Pages 

★ WP:NOTESSAY (a subpage of WP:NOT) 

★ WP:OR 

★ WP:TONE 

Major Issues 

1. Identifying articles that evolved from essays 

 
 

Sometimes it will be readily apparent that an article is an essay.  

 

Example: Art in World War II (before a student radically revised it) reads exactly like an essay, 

beginning from the first sentence.  

 

Sometimes an article might have been originally posted as an essay, but it continues to develop 

without a full conversion to appropriate Wikipedia form.   

 

Example below: Gender in Horror Films -- Before 

 

This one evolved a bit from an original essay-like form, but still has many of the signs of having 

been an essay (the form of a thesis is still prevalent in the lead and in the structure of the entire 

article, for example) 
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Your article’s history will usually make this evolution from an essay-like article clear, if the article 

itself does not. See the example below from the Woman in the Enlightenment article’s history 

 

This article’s edits included a direct reference to the essay-like writing, but this is not always the 

case. Instead, you can find common key issues that would be prevalent on an article in violation 

of WP:NOTESSAY. These are highlighted below, and are not limited to these common “red 

flags,” but spotting issues like these are important to correcting an article’s essay-ness.  

 

(tone, direct quotes [violation WP:MOS], and “information” that “doesn’t make sense” -i.e. writing 

that deviates from the punctuality of a Wiki article, common to essay writing-) 
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2. Partial sections might also be essay-like.  

 
 

In these cases you might or might not see the essay-like tag but they have some of the same 

issues in tone, focus, and organization. 

 

Example: Forestry article all sections and the lead need to be rewritten in order to address the 

essay-tone and organization within 

 

3. Revising an essay-like article or section 

 
 

The major challenge here is to keep all the legitimate and useful contributions while boldly 

reworking the whole structure and tone.  

 

Chances are you will be the first who has thought with much detail about what actually should 

go into such an article and how it should be positioned from a perspective of Wikipedia. 

  

-Be sure to consult WP:NOT as you figure out how to resituate the article  

-Watch out for original research (WP:OR) and make sure that statements are verified 

(WP:V) as needed.  

-Consult WP:TONE to figure out how to conform the tone to satisfy WP:NPOV 

-Try to highlight these bigger questions and start a direct discussion of them in the Talk 

page. If it is not well-trafficked, at the least explain the approach you’ve taken to rework it from 

the essay form so that future editors can see how this was done.   

 

You can cite WP:NOTESSAY (a subsection of WP:NOT) to justify your edits.  

 

For a good example, see these student changes: 

 

Gender in Horror Films article (Before, After) 

 

Art in World War II (Before, After) 

 

4. You don’t have to fix everything  

 
 

Focus on making the boldest changes in structure and tone while fielding the major conceptual 

or content issues so that future editors can continue to work on the topic.  

 

https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Forestry_law&oldid=824836285
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Gender_in_horror_films&oldid=887220394
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Gender_in_horror_films&oldid=888240362
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Art_and_World_War_II&oldid=805988579
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Art_and_World_War_II&oldid=831665881


A successful version of this editing will make it possible for other editors to add to the article in a 

way that is appropriate for the topic (including students in other courses).  

 

Thus, the Gender in Horror films article continued to improve greatly following the student 

project. As of 2020 + Current Version  

 

Other examples:  

 

● Feminist Film Theory  

a) Before + After  

● 1919 Actor's Equity Association Strike 

a) Before + After 

● World War II U.S. Military Sex Education 

○ Before + After 

● Women in the Enlightenment 

○ Before + After 

● Horrible Histories 

○ Before + After 

● Fantasy 

○ Before + After 
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