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How to use this document
Complete the evidence worksheet before drafting. Use confirmed exhibition records and observable details from the selected works; leave an answer blank rather than inventing context.
Replace every bracketed prompt in the five-part draft. Delete instructions that do not apply. The final text can be shortened for a wall or expanded when a catalogue needs more context.
Exhibition evidence worksheet
Write concise answers. Attach or cite the record that supports factual claims.
1. Exhibition: confirmed title, venue, place, and date
Response: [Type here]
2. Selection: included artists and works
Response: [Type here]
3. Shared evidence: recurring details a visitor can actually see
Response: [Type here]
4. Difference: where the works resist or complicate the shared pattern
Response: [Type here]
5. Context: necessary historical, material, geographic, or institutional facts
Response: [Type here]
6. Thesis: one claim explaining why these works belong together now
Response: [Type here]
7. Anchor: one or two observable details that best support the thesis
Response: [Type here]
8. Viewer: what a visitor should notice, reconsider, or carry into the exhibition
Response: [Type here]
Five-part draft template
1. Opening: establish the exhibition
[Exhibition title] brings together [artist or number of artists] working across [media] to examine [specific subject or question]. Presented at [venue and place] in [date or relevant moment], the exhibition begins from [necessary context, stated in one or two sentences].
2. Thesis: explain why these works belong together
The works are connected not simply by [broad theme], but by [precise shared operation, condition, or concern]. Together, they suggest that [one arguable claim the exhibition makes].
3. Selection logic: show agreement and difference
[Artist or group A] approaches this through [specific method or work], while [artist or group B] uses [contrasting method or work]. Their differences make visible [what the comparison reveals].
4. Evidence: direct attention to the works
Look for [observable detail in one work] and [observable detail in another]. These details [explain how the evidence supports or complicates the thesis], rather than illustrating the idea in a single way.
5. Close: orient without dictating a response
The exhibition asks viewers to consider [focused question or implication]. It does not resolve [productive uncertainty]; instead, it creates space to notice [specific final insight grounded in the works].
Final review checklist
· The title, artist names, work details, venue, and dates match confirmed records.
· The thesis is one arguable sentence, not a list of themes.
· At least two concrete details from displayed works support the thesis.
· Every historical or contextual claim can be traced to a named source.
· The text distinguishes observation, artist statement, and curatorial interpretation.
· No bracketed prompts, unsupported superlatives, or invented intentions remain.
· The final length suits its use: concise for a wall, expanded only when a catalogue needs more context.
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