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Introduction to Historical

Thought and Methods

History 398
MW 3:30-5:18

Professor Daniel Hobbins

Dulles Hall 361

292-7200
hobbins.7@osu.edu
Office hours: W 10:00-12:00 and by appointment
(Call #11149-8)

Course Description

This course introduces history majors to how historians study the past. The teaching of history in secondary schools generally involves learning facts and chronology. In their history courses at OSU (including this one) students will accumulate a great many facts, but the primary goal of this course is to provide students with insight into the nature of historical inquiry. To achieve this goal, we will focus on two specific historical controversies: (1) whether or not Richard III (r. 1483-1485) killed his nephews to gain the throne; and (2) whether or not a French villager who returned home after years away at war was the man he claimed to be. Throughout the quarter, we will also consider some of the larger questions and issues confronting the historian: the relationship between truth and history, the nature of historical evidence, and the possibility of historical objectivity.

Through the readings, discussions, exercises, and writing assignments, we will work to develop both the analytical and technical skills required for historical study. That is, we will learn how to identify and analyze the arguments of historical texts, identify useful sources, distinguish primary from secondary sources, and think critically about the processes of source selection and interpretation that lie at the heart of all history writing. We will also learn how to cite sources properly, check historical documentation, use library and computer resources, and write précis, book reviews, and longer analytical historical essays.

Though the instructor will occasionally lecture, the course format is a seminar, and therefore the success of the course depends heavily on student involvement, especially through class discussion. You will benefit more if you participate actively and do not hesitate to ask questions about the material—the process of history is, after all, in large part one of asking questions. Students should be prepared for an engaging and challenging course. If you master the skills and concepts it is designed to teach, however, the remainder of your work in the major should be easier. 

Course Objectives

By the conclusion of the course, students should:

•
understand what history is, specifically that history is different from facts and dates;

•
be able to distinguish primary and secondary sources and have gained experience analyzing both;

•
have gained important practice in asking a historical question;

•
be able to summarize history books and articles accurately and succinctly, and to evaluate them as conveyers of an argument rather than merely as sources of information.

Course Texts (available at bookstore)

· John Gaddis, The Landscape of History: How Historians Map the Past (2004)

· Natalie Zemon Davis, The Return of Martin Guerre (1984)

· Josephine Tey, The Daughter of Time (1951; 1995)

· Mary Lynn Rampolla, A Pocket Guide to Writing in History, 5th ed. (2006)

· Any copy of Shakespeare’s Richard III
· Articles posted on Carmen to be printed out/copied and brought to class:
1. “AHR Forum: The Return of Martin Guerre,” American Historical Review 93 (1988): 552-603;
2. Charles A. Beard, “Written History as an Act of Faith,” American Historical Review 39 (1934): 219-231; and
3. Carl Becker, “Everyman His Own Historian,” American Historical Review 37 (1932): 221-236.
Course Expectations and Grading

Total of 400 points

Attendance and Participation: [25% or 100 points] 

Attendance is required and will be taken every class. Everyone is expected to play an active role in class meetings. Since this class is designed as a discussion seminar, active class participation is essential. The grade in this category will be based on attendance, written and oral exercises, quizzes, in-class assignments, and informed contributions to class discussions.

Assignment 1: Précis: [15% or 60 points]
Write a précis of one chapter of Gaddis. A précis is a summary of the author’s main points, arguments, and conclusions. (See also Rampolla, 28-29.) Quotations of more than a word or two or a very short phrase are not acceptable. A précis should also communicate the logic of the author’s argument. That is, you should not merely string together a series of unconnected sentences, and if you do so, you cannot expect to receive better than a C. Your précis should be 1 page (typed, double-spaced, 12-point type, with one-inch margins) or about 300 words. It is extremely difficult to write a good précis. You might find it helpful to follow these guidelines:

1. Read the chapter to discover the general idea.

2. Read the chapter carefully, looking for the main ideas in each paragraph.

3. Jot down the main ideas in each paragraph.

4. Write a summarizing sentence for each paragraph.

5. Write the précis, putting all the summarizing sentences into one well-written paragraph.

6. Rewrite and edit your précis.

Assignment 2: Primary Source Analysis of Mancini (handout): [15% or 60 points]
Write a 3-4 page source analysis of Dominic Mancini’s account of Richard III. Your analysis should first provide an overview of the work, including a brief outline of its contents. Second, consider the circumstances of composition, including the author’s identity, reasons for writing, sources, and reliability. The bulk of the paper (at least half) comes third, where you evaluate the source for the historian of Richard III. Here, you should suggest what challenges the work poses (or not) to the revisionist view of Richard III.

Assignment 3: Critical Book Review: [20% or 80 points]
The book review should be 4-5 pages (full pages). Please include full bibliographical information at the top of the first page and use parenthetical citations for references to the book being reviewed. Use footnotes for references to other reviews of the book. Follow the guidelines for book reviews at the end of the syllabus.

Assignment 4: Historiographic Essay: [25% or 100 points]

Write an essay in which you discuss and compare sources that are available to you on a given topic. That is, you are not to write a research paper, but an essay that studies the approaches by historians to a given topic. You might also choose to consider a primary source collection along with secondary sources, but this is not required. You are to identify, describe, analyze, and compare five sources that you would use to compose a paper on a particular historical topic. See further guidelines at the end of the syllabus and in Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, 36-38. 

For all assignments

There are multiple written assignments, due in class on the dates specified in the course outline below. Learning how to express one’s ideas clearly is an important goal of any liberal arts education, but it is especially important for historians. For this reason, grades on written assignments will be based not only on content, but also on expression, including grammar, mechanics, and your correct use of formal writing style. Papers should be typed and double-spaced in 12-point font, and they should include proper citation form. Each paper should be typed, double-spaced, in a 12-point type, with one-inch margins. It should be stapled in the upper-left corner and should have a simple cover sheet with the title, your name, the date, and “History 398” written all in the same 12-point font. No folders please. Papers will drop one full grade for each class period that they are late.

Grading Standards for Written Assignments:

The following grading guidelines reflect the great value I place on the quality of student writing.

A:
Exceptionally well-written and well-organized, strong argument, excellent analysis,
insight into material, offering significant evidence and material as support, not repetitive or regurgitative.

B: 
By comparison this paper is not as well written, is lacking in one way or another (compared to an “A” paper), may exhibit some mastery of material but is often repetitive or regurgitative.

C: 
Deficient in writing or organization, marked by a paucity of sources, “satisfactory,” lacking analysis.

D: 
Serious flaws in any or many of the areas mentioned above.

E:
Didn’t answer the question, incoherent, entirely missed the nature/goal of the assignment.

Disruptive behavior
Disruptive behavior will not be tolerated. Students may be dismissed from class and penalized should they arrive late, depart early (without previouly notifying the instructor of a compelling reason to do so), converse during class, or receive a cellphone call. Text messaging is also forbidden. Chronic disruptive behavior will result in a failing grade.

Study and Paper Tips
•Please do the assigned readings before you come to class and keep up with the readings.

•When writing your paper, keep in mind three areas: Content, Organization, and Presentation. Here are some areas to look for and to work on.

1. Strive for good organization: Begin with an introduction, where you state your argument and briefly tell the reader what you will be writing about. This is followed by the body of the paper, where you present your argument and the evidence for it. Finally, your paper should have a conclusion, in which you once again explain the significance of your question (what the stakes are) and argument.

2. Strive for good organization within your paragraphs. Begin with a clear, concise topic sentence.

3. Make sure that you follow a clear progression of ideas from one paragraph to the next. This is called coherence.

4. Avoid lengthy quotes. I want to hear your own voice: you have something unique and important to say.

5. Avoid contractions: these are inappropriate in formal prose.

6. Use the passive voice sparingly. For example: “The Black Death was caused by rats carrying infected fleas.” Better: “Rats carrying infected fleas caused the Black Death.” Excessive use of the passive voice weakens your writing.

7. Avoid plagiarism at all costs.

8. Check and double-check for spelling, grammar, and punctuation errors. Get someone else to read your paper for these mistakes. 

9. Use proper footnote style.
Plagiarism and the Correct Citation of Sources
Plagiarism (using someone else’s work under your own name) 
will not be tolerated under any circumstances. 
Those guilty of plagiarism usually receive a failing grade in the course. 
Remember: if you can find it on the Internet, so can I.

For an explanation of what constitutes plagiarism, see Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, Chapter 6 (pp. 88-95).
For information about how to cite and footnote your sources correctly, see Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, Chapter 7.

University Policies

Registration
All students must be officially enrolled in the course by the end of the second full week of the quarter. No requests to add the course will be approved by the department chair after that time. Enrolling officially and one time is solely the responsibility of each student.
Students with disabilities

Students with disabilities that have been certified by the Office for Disability Services will be appropriately accommodated, and should inform the instructor as soon as possible of their needs. The Office for Disability Services is located in 150 Pomerene Hall, 1760 Neil Avenue; telephone 292-3307, TDD 292-0901; http://www.ods.ohio-state.edu/.

Academic Dishonesty

It is the responsibility of the Committee on Academic Misconduct to investigate or establish procedures for the investigation of all reported cases of student academic misconduct. The term academic misconduct includes all forms of student academic misconduct wherever committed, including plagiarism and dishonesty in connection with examinations. All instances of alleged academic misconduct will be reported to the committee.

Contacting the instructor

Email: hobbins.7@osu.edu I usually reply immediately. I am happy to respond to you by email, or to use email to arrange a face-to-face meeting.

Office hours: I will hold office hours in Dulles Hall 361 on Wednesdays from 10-12, but you can also make an appointment for another time (after class is usually good for me). I can meet with you on just about any day except weekends. Don’t hesitate to contact me—I’m here to help! 

Phone: 292-7200 (office)

Course Outline

Part 1: Introduction to the Discipline of History

Part 2: Case Study #1. Richard III: Monster or Victim?

Part 3: Case Study #2. The Controversy over Martin Guerre

Part 4: Thinking about History, Truth, and Evidence
N.B.:  The following schedule is approximate and may change as circumstances dictate.
Course Schedule

Part 1. Introduction to the Discipline of History

Week one

M Jan 5


Introductions: Information sheets; Introductory exercise; What Is History?
W Jan 7


Reading: Rampolla, A Pocket Guide (read pp. 43-68, and familiarize yourself with the rest)

Reading: Begin Gaddis, The Landscape of History

Assignment: Bring in one personal artifact that says something about you.


Know about stylesheets. You will be required to follow the Chicago Manual of Style format; Kate Turabian offers a condensed version, and Rampolla also provides a convenient summary on pp. 104-21. There are various online summaries of Turabian, such as the following:



http://library.osu.edu/sites/guides/turabiangd.php


http://www.libs.uga.edu/ref/turabian.html


http://www.pace.edu/library/instruct/guides/Turabian.htm
Week two
M Jan 12


Reading: Gaddis, The Landscape of History (entire). Students should be prepared to discuss their own particular view of history and what they think can be gained by historical research. You should also be prepared to discuss what topic you would like to research this quarter.


Review: Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, 88-95 on plagiarism


Reading: Read about two famous historians who plagiarized:



http://www.forbes.com/2002/02/27/0227goodwin.html 
W Jan 14


ASSIGNMENT 1 (Précis) of any chapter of Gaddis except for Chapter 1 or Chapter 8 (for this assignment, reread Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, 28-29; and follow the guidelines for this assignment on the syllabus)

Denice Fett on being a graduate student

Dr. James Bartholomew on being a history professor
Part 2. Case Study #1. Richard III: Monster or Victim?

Week three
Monday, January 19: No Class, Martin Luther King Day

W Jan 21


The Monster: Shakespeare’s Tragedy of King Richard the Third

Reading: The Play: http://www.r3.org/bookcase/shaksper/frontend.html 

N.B.: Either buy a copy of the play or get a copy from a library or print it out from online.
Week four
M Jan 26


(Finish Shakespeare)

Reading: The Victim: Josephine Tey, The Daughter of Time (entire)

W Jan 28


Reading: “Titulus Regius”

Finish discussion of Tey


Topic for Critical Book Review chosen
Week five
M Feb 2


Reading: Dominic Mancini, The Usurpation of Richard the Third (get photocopy from instructor)

W Feb 4


ASSIGNMENT 2 (Primary source analysis) (review Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, 6-13)

Book for Critical Book Review approved

Week six
M Feb 9


Short quiz over Richard III


Allison Plunkett on careers for history majors

W Feb 11


The history major at Ohio State: Maria Mazon


The OSU libraries: David Lincove

Part 3. Case Study #2. The Controversy over Martin Guerre

Week seven
M Feb 16


Natalie Zemon Davis, The Return of Martin Guerre (entire)
W Feb 18


The Film Version: Le Retour de Martin Guerre, directed by Daniel Vigne (1982)

Week eight
M Feb 23


Competing Narratives: The Film and the Text (discussion of book and film)

ASSIGNMENT 3 (Critical book review) (review Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, 31-33)
W Feb 25


Historical Criticism


“AHR Forum: The Return of Martin Guerre” (on Carmen)

One-page position paper: The Return of Martin Guerre
Week nine
M Mar 2


No class: Individual meetings for Historiographic Essay

Part 4. Thinking about History, Truth, and Evidence
W Mar 4


Beard and Becker (on Carmen)
Week ten
M Mar 9


Student presentations of Historiographic Essay

W Mar 11 Last class day

Student presentations of Historiographic Essay

__________________________________

FINAL EXAMS: March 16-19

FINAL EXAM TIME: MONDAY, MARCH 16, 3:30-5:18 PM
N.B.: ASSIGNMENT 4 (historiographic essay) is due by exam time. You will need to upload a copy to Turnitin.com and to submit a hard copy of the paper. Further details to come.
Assignment 3: Critical Book Review: [20% or 80 points]

Begin by reading Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, 31-33. Remember that a critical book review does more than summarize. Follow these guidelines:

1. Your book must be approved by the professor.

2. The review must be a critical book review; that is, it must discuss and analyze both the positive and negative aspects of the book. Under no circumstances should it merely be a summary of the contents.

3. If you are not well-read on the subject, go to the library and find reference works that can help you form a general picture of the topic. As always, Internet sources should be used with caution (see Rampolla, 16-17). 

4. It is appropriate to use other reviews of the book and to incorporate them into your evaluation. However, if you use other reviews, these must be listed in a bibliography, using correct bibliographical form. Also, you should cite reviews in footnotes.

5. The review should contain three basic parts:

a. An abstract (3-4 paragraphs), which briefly identifies the work and the author (the title itself should include full publications details in correct bibliographical style, using Rampolla), briefly describes the author’s methodology and point-of-view, and summarizes the essential contents and main ideas. Be sure to give the reader a sense of the book’s overall structure and organization, and to clearly articulate the book’s thesis (what the author is arguing). Please note: when citing the book in a sentence, it is sufficient to give the page number in parentheses. Note these examples of placement of citations:
Text of sentence (19).
Text of sentence with an item in “quotation marks” (19).
b. An evaluation of the book’s argument (3-4 paragraphs), which considers someo f the following questions:
i. What kind of evidence does the author use?  What sources?
ii. Is the argument convincing? Is the evidence strong or weak? Clearly presented?
iii. What are the positive and negative features of the work?
c. A conclusion (1 paragraph), which explains how the work relates to your general understanding of the subject.

Assignment 4: Historiographic Essay: [25% or 100 points]

Begin by reading Rampolla, A Pocket Guide, 36-38. Remember that a historiographic essay is not a research paper, but an essay in which you evaluate and compare the “raw materials” you might use for composing such a paper. Specifically, you are to identify, describe, analyze and compare five complementary sources which you would use to compose a paper on a particular historical topic, keeping in mind the following guidelines:

1. Define your topic as narrowly as possible, so that your choice of possible sources is limited. For example, “the Black Death” is much too broad. Better: “the Black Death in England.” Better still: “DNA research on the Black Death.”

2. Remember that a good historical investigation should make an argument of some kind.

3. If possible, choose a topic that will permit you to take advantage of your critical book review. 

4. Reread Rampolla, Chapter 2, “Working with Sources” (pp. 6-24) and refresh your memory of the terms primary and secondary sources.

5. In choosing your sources, find sources that complement one another, and make it clear in your essay how they do complement one another. This does NOT mean to find sources that all agree with each other (which is impossible anyway), but sources that are taking part of the same conversation.

6. Remember that this essay demands description, analysis, and comparison. It is in effect the Final Examination for the course.







