History 398: Introduction to Historical Thought and Methodology
 
Winter 2006                                                                             Cynthia Brokaw

Control # 10815-1                                                                   Dulles 157, 292-7241

MW 1:30-3:18                                                                         brokaw.22@osu.edu
CH 0232                                                                                  Office hours:  MW 3:30-5:00

 

            This course, required of all history majors, introduces the discipline and methods of history.  It explores the ways in which historians investigate and interpret the past—that is, what it means to do historical research and “think historically.”  In order to achieve these goals, we will focus on two specific historical controversies: 1) whether or not Richard III (king of England, 1483-85) 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.  We will conclude the course (3) by considering 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, workbook 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 and 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 study how to cite sources properly (in both notes and bibliographies), check historical documentation, use library and computer resources, and write précis, book reviews, and longer analytical historical essays.  

 

            This may be the most difficult course you take in the history major.  If you master the skills and concepts it is designed to teach, however, the remainder of your work in the major should be easier.  History 398 is primarily a discussion class; and 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.  Please visit me in my office (either during office hours, noted above, or by appointment at some other time) if you have questions or concerns about the course.

 

Required Readings:
 
Alison Weir, The Princes in the Tower (1995).

Josephine Tey, Daughter of Time (1951, 1995).

Natalie Zemon Davis, The Return of Martin Guerre (1993).

Conal Furay and Michael J. Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, second edition (2000).

A course packet, which contains:

            1) Excerpts from Peter Saccio, Shakespeare’s English Kings (1977);

            2) “AHR Forum: The Return of Martin Guerre,” American Historical Review 93 (1988): 

552-603;

            3) Excerpts from Peter Novick, That Noble Dream: The “Objectivity Question” and the 
American Historical Profession (1988);

            4) Charles A. Beard, “Written History as an Act of Faith,” American Historical Review 39 

(1934): 219-231; and

            5) Carl Becker, “Everyman His Own Historian,” American Historical Review 37 (1932): 

221-236.

            

All of these books and the packet are available for purchase at SBX, and all but The Methods and Skills of History are on reserve in the Main Library. 

 

A highly recommended resource is Kate L. Turabian, A Manual for Writers of Term Papers, Theses, and Dissertations.  This work is not required for the course, but would be a very useful reference for history majors.  It is available at the Reference Desk of the Main Library (LB 2369 .T8 1996).

 
Course Requirements:
 
The requirements for this course may be modified at the discretion of the instructor.  In particular, extra assignments may be added to give you sufficient opportunity to perfect the needed skills.  Any such changes to the syllabus and requirements will be announced in class. Students who fail to attend class are responsible for knowing about these changes, in spite of their absences.  Any supplements to the syllabus are considered part of the original syllabus.  

 

Specific requirements (and their value toward your final grade) are: 

 

1)      Attendance and participation in class discussion.  Since this is a discussion course, it is necessary to do the reading for each class ahead of time, attend class, and participate intelligently in class discussion of the reading. The reading assignments are listed on the Course Outline under the date and class title for which they are due. 20%.

 

2)      Several written analyses of an article from the American Historical Review.  You will be asked to select an article from this journal and, over the course of the quarter, submit five specific written assignments on it: a note explication, statement of sources, bibliography, article thesis and précis, and documentation check.  These assignments are all listed under their due dates on the “Course Outline” and explained in detail in the “Guide to Written Assignments,” #1.A-F, at the end of this syllabus.  Each assignment (excluding 1.A, the selection of the article) counts for 4% of your grade, for a total of 20%.

 

3)      An analytical book review of Alison Weir’s The Princes in the Tower (750-1,000 words; see “Guide to Written Assignments,” #2).  10%.

 

4)      Guideline for historians, a list of guidelines for historical work, to be drawn from one of the assigned readings (see “Guide to Written Assignments,” #3).  5%.

 

5)      Exercises assigned in the history workbook, The Methods and Skills of History by Conal Furay and Michael Salevouris.  We will also spend some class time going over these exercises; remember to bring your text to class.  On February 27 I will ask you to turn in your books (or, if you prefer, copies of the exercises you have done).  10%.

 

6)      Essay on the controversy over Martin Guerre (see “Guide,” #4).   15%.

 

7)      Final paper (see Guide, #5).  20%.

 
All university rules regarding cheating and plagiarism are applicable; it is the student’s responsibility to be familiar with them.  The term “academic misconduct” includes all forms of student academic misconduct wherever committed, illustrated by, but not limited to, cases of plagiarism and dishonest practices in connection with examinations. Instructors are required to report all instances of alleged academic misconduct to the Committee on Academic Misconduct (Faculty Rule 3335-5-487).  For additional information, see the Code of Student Conduct (http://studentaffairs.osu/resource_csc.asp).  A direct link for discussion of plagiarism is: http://cstw.osu.edu/writingCenter/handouts/research_plagiarism.cfm.

 

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 Chair of the Department after that time.  Enrolling officially and on time is solely the responsibility of the student.
 
Grading:
 

All essay-type written work is graded according to three major criteria: a) the quality of the analysis or argument; b) the accuracy, relevance, and quantity of evidence provided to support the analysis or argument; and c) the quality and effectiveness of the organization and writing.  
 
All assignments are due at the start of the class on the date listed in the Course Outline below. No late assignments will be accepted without the prior agreement of the instructor and/or the submission of a doctor's note.  Course overloads and work duties are not acceptable excuses for late assignments, missed exams, or for failure to participate fully in other class activities.  Late papers and exams will be marked down one grade (that is, an “A” becomes an “A-”) for each day they are late, weekends included.
 
Since the university does not record D- grades, a student earning a course average below 62 will receive an E in the course.
 
Other information:
 
A useful resource is the OSU Writing Center.  The link to their website is: http://cstw.osu.edu.
 
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 Room 150 Pomerene Hall, 1760 Neil Avenue; telephone 292-3307, TDD 292-0901; http://www.ods.ohio-state.edu/.
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Course Outline
 
Introduction_______________________________________________________________
 
 
1/4 (W): 1. Introduction to the Course: What is History?

 

1/9 (M): 2. The Uses of History.

 

                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, read Chapters 1 and 2; and 

complete exercises Set A, 1:1 and Set A, 2:1, 2:2, and 2:3.

 

I. The Controversy over Richard III___________________________________________
 

 
1/11 (W): 3. The Problem: Richard III and the English Throne

 

                        Excerpts from Peter Saccio, Shakespeare’s English Kings (in packet, # 1).

                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, read Chapter 3 and complete 

exercises Set A, 3:1 and Set B, 3:1. 
                        
1/16 (M): No class Martin Luther King Day
 
1/18 (W): 4. Causality in History

 

                        Alison Weir, The Princes in the Tower, chapters 1-10.

                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, read Chapter 4 and complete 

exercises Set A, 4:1 and 4:2.

                        Article choice due (see assignment 1.A, described below).
 

1/23 (M):  5. Sources—Primary and Secondary

 
                        Weir, The Princes in the Tower, chapters 11-21.

                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, read Chapters 7 and 9; and 

complete exercises Set A 7:1, 7:2, and Set A, 9:1, 9:2, 9:3, and 9:4.

 
1/25 (W): 6. Citing Sources: Footnoting (when to do it and how)

 
                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, read Chapter 12 and complete 

exercises Set A, 12:1, 12:2, 12:3, 12:4, 12:5, 12:6.

                        Note explication due (see assignment 1.B, described below).
 
1/30 (M): 7. Identifying Sources for Historical Research: Library Presentation by David 

Lincove, University History Librarian

 
                        This class meets in Room 122 in the Main Library.

            
                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, read Chapter 6 and complete 

exercise Set A, 6:2.

                        Book review of Weir, The Princes in the Tower, due (see assignment 2, 
described below). 
 
2/1 (W):  8. Sources: Presentations on article sources

 

                        Statement of sources used in your article due (see assignment 1.C, 
described below).
 
2/6 (M): 9. Guidelines for the Historian

 

                        Josephine Tey, Daughter of Time, entire.

                        “Guidelines for Historians” due (see assignment 3, described below).
 
2/8 (W): 10. History in Film: Ian McClellan’s Richard III (1996)

                        

                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, read Chapter 8 and 

complete the exercise on pp. 138-140.

 
 2/13 (M): 11. The Controversy over Richard III

 

                        Bibliography assignment due (see assignment 1.D, described below).
 

2/15 (W): 12. Electronic Sources for Historians

 

There is no class meeting; you are required instead to complete a series of net tutorials designed to teach you both how to use the web and how to evaluate websites as sources for research. 

 

These tutorials can be accessed by going to the OSU Library Home Page (http://library.osu.edu) and, under “Learn” (at the top of the page), clicking on net.TUTOR.  Complete the following seven net tutorials: Searching 101, Using Web Search Tools, Specialized Databases (all under “Search Skills”), Smart Research Strategies, Evaluating Web Sites, Citing Net Sources (all under “Research Techniques”), and History Research (under “Special Topics”).

 

Each tutorial should take between 15 and 30 minutes, depending on how many extra links you choose to study.  All that is required for this course is that you complete the tutorial and the quiz that ends each tutorial. (Those of you who are new to the use of the web may want to take some of the introductory tutorials, “Getting Started on the Web,” “About Web Browsers,” and “Searching Oscar,” but these are not required.)  You should have completed this assignment and taken all the quizzes by Monday, February 20.

 

                        Furay and Salevouris, Methods and Skills of History, complete the exercises in 

Chapter 6, Set A, 6:1.

 
 
 
II. The Controversy over Martin Guerre________________________________________
 
 
2/20 (M): 13. The Return of Martin Guerre

 

                        Natalie Zemon Davis, The Return of Martin Guerre, entire.

 
2/22 (W): 14. The Film Version: Le Retour de Martin Guerre, directed by Daniel Vigne (1982).  

 
                        This film will be shown in Room 19, the multimedia room, in the basement of 

Lord Hall, from 7:00-9:00 PM.  If you have a conflict, please see me in advance.  There is no regular class meeting.

                        Article thesis and précis due (see assignment 1.E, described below).
                        
 
2/27 (M): 15. Competing Narratives: The Film and the Text (Discussion of Le Retour de 
Martin Guerre and The Return of Martin Guerre)

 

Documentation check report due (assignment 1.F, described below).
Turn in all exercises in Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History.
 
3/1 (W): 16. Historical criticism

 

                        “AHR Forum: The Return of Martin Guerre” (in packet, # 2a,b).

                        Essay on Martin Guerre due (assignment 4, described below).
 
 
III.  History and Theory_______________________________________________________
 
3/6 (M): 17. Objectivity in History

 

                        Excerpts from Peter Novick’s That Noble Dream: The “Objectivity Question” and 
the American Historical Profession (1988) (in packet, #3); and either Charles Beard, “Written History as an Act of Faith,” American Historical Review 39 (1934), 219-231 (in packet, #4) or Carl Becker, “Everyman His Own Historian,” American Historical Review 37 (1932), pp. 221-236 (in packet, #5).

 

3/8 (W): 18. Thinking about History, Truth, and Evidence

 
Conclusion

 

Monday, March 13: Final Paper due (see assignment 5, described below).
 
 
 
Guide to Written Assignments
 
All written assignments, unless otherwise noted, must be typed or computer-printed in 10-, 11-, or 12-point standard fonts, double-spaced, with one-inch (1”) margins.  All assignments must be submitted on paper.  Your name should appear in the upper right-hand corner, along with the date the paper has been turned in.
 
Be sure that for writing assignments 2, 4, and 5 you support your points with specific references—direct quotations or paraphrases—from the sources.  These should be cited according to the styles described in Turabian, A Manual for Writers, mentioned above. 
 
 
1. Analysis of a scholarly article from the American Historical Review.
 
This assignment has many parts, and different due dates assigned for each part; these are listed here and on the syllabus as well as on this guide.

 

A.     Selection of an article for analysis; due Wednesday, January 18.  Choose one article from the list handed out in class and submit your choice to me.  The articles on the list can be read in the online version of the American Historical Review. (Find this title in the OSCAR catalogue; click on the JSTOR online version.  Use the “Browse” function to find the appropriate issue.) It would be a good idea to read through the different assignments (1.B-1.E below) related to this article, to make sure that your choice fits the requirements. As the assignments require you to check the sources used in the article, make sure that these are in a language you can read and are likely to have access to in the OSU library.

 

You will use this article repeatedly over the course of the quarter, so you should print it or, if you use the bound volumes of the AHR, photocopy it.  If none of the articles listed interests you and you can find another AHR article you would prefer to work on, send me the title by January 18.      

 

B.     Note explication; due Wednesday, January 25.  Read Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, Chapter 12, before doing this assignment.

 

Notes, whether footnotes or endnotes (footnotes go at the foot of the page, endnotes at the end of the article), are the standard means of documentation for historians.  Notes contain certain standard information that allow the reader to see what kind of evidence and what sources the historian has used to make his or her case.  They should be clear enough that a reader can use them to find the source used by the historian.  They may document the works of other scholars (usually secondary works) or primary sources produced by contemporaries of the events or ideas under discussion.  Notes are written according to a specific form and sequence—a code or convention—that scholars have adopted to simplify the reference and research process.  Part of the work of this class is to master this code; the exercises in Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, should help.

 

The note explication assignment requires that you select one foot- or endnote from your chosen article and figure out the nature of the various sources that it cites.  To qualify for use in this assignment, a note must include documentation of at least three sources; must include some variety in the nature of the sources (articles, books, manuscripts, material objects, etc.) cited; and must include some shortened forms (abbreviations or subsequent citations).  Photocopy or retype the note to accompany your explication.  In list form, identify all its aspects.  These may include—but are not necessarily limited to—authors, editors, translators; title, title of a larger work of which the item is a part; publisher, publication place and date or manuscript repository.  State in a separate sentence the nature of the item, and identify it as primary or secondary.

 

For example, consider this citation: Hornibrook, “Local Elites and Mechanized Mining in China,” 205.  This should be explicated as follows: This citation refers to an article entitled “Local Elites and Mechanized Mining in China: The Case of the Wen Lineage in Pingxiang County, Jiangxi.”  It appeared in the journal Modern China, in volume 27, issue 2, published in 2001, on pages 202-228.  The author’s name is Jeff Hornibrook.  This article is considered a secondary source.

 

C.     Statement of sources; due Wednesday, February 1.  Read Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, Chapter 9, before doing this exercise.

 

This statement of sources should describe the range of primary sources used in your article.  State the nature of the sources that the article draws upon (diaries, budget reports, newspaper accounts, government reports, novels, etc.); and give some indication of the relative importance of each type of source to the argument of the article.  The length of your work here will vary with the complexity of the articles chosen; your statement, however, should not exceed one page in length.  

 

D.    Bibliography; due Monday, February 13.  Read Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, pp. 214-216, before doing this assignment.

 

Bibliography is a standardized list of sources, both secondary and primary, used in an article or book as evidence. Unlike foot- or endnotes, bibliographies lead a reader only to works in general, not to specific passages or pages within them.  Bibliographies are very useful for readers, for they provide a quick overview of the different kinds and range of sources an author has used.  Thus it is important to learn the form for bibliography.  It differs in important ways from note form, and this assignment will help you learn the difference.

 

Produce a ten-item bibliography based on your article’s sources.  Go through the foot- or endnotes, locating secondary sources of various kinds.  Produce a bibliography, based on the format explained in Kate Turabian’s Manual for Writers. As this assignment is designed to help you to master proper citation form, be sure to check Turabian.  

 

E.     Article thesis and précis; due Wednesday, February 22. Read Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, pages 116-117, before doing this exercise. 

 
The thesis statement of an article captures its main point, ideally in one sentence.  Every scholarly article and book makes an argument (though some are more difficult to discern than others), and students should be able to identify these.  This assignment is intended to help you learn how to identify the thesis or argument of an article or book.  

 

This assignment is in two parts.  First, state the thesis of your article—that is, quote the best sentence or short passage from the article that states its thesis or argument.  Second, after this statement, write a précis of the article—that is, summarize the argument of your article.  The whole exercise should be between 250 and 350 words.  At the top of the page, give the correct citation for the article in two forms, note and bibliography (see the guidelines in Turabian, A Manual for Writers).  

 

F.      Documentation check report; due Monday, February 27.  Read Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, pages 109-110, before doing this assignment.

 

Historians often track down the sources cited by others.  Sometimes this is done because the historian is working on a similar topic and would like to know more about a specific point or source cited in a text.  Sometimes it is done to check on the accuracy of the argument made in a book or article.  In this assignment, you are asked to do this kind of detective work, to track down one source from your article, to see how your author has used it.

 
Look through your article to find a citation in the foot- or endnotes to another work—a secondary work is acceptable and will generally by easier to locate—and then find that item in our library.  Check the page for the information or quotation cited in your article.  Write up your findings, with accompanying photocopies.  

 

 

2. Book review; due Monday, January 30.  Read Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, Chapter 7, before doing this assignment.  You might also want to look at some of the book reviews published in the American Historical Review (in the back).
 

After you read Alison Weir, The Princes in the Tower, write a critical book review (between 750-1,000 words) of it.  This review should:

 

a)      Introduce the book to the reader.  Assume that the person you are writing for is ignorant of the book and its topic.  Briefly explain the subject of the book, its main thesis or argument, and its conclusions.

 

b)      Write an analytical review—that is, discuss and analyze both the positive and negative aspects of the book (sometimes this is called a “critical” review, though this does not mean that you necessarily must attack the book).  Do not just summarize the book.  You may want to consider who the author is, what his or her qualifications are for writing on the topic.  You should also evaluate the sources that the author uses—are they appropriate?  What sorts of primary and secondary sources has the author used?  Are they used well?  Has the author neglected some important sources?  Finally, discuss the quality of the argument made by the author.  

 

c)      Write the review as you would a paper—that is, with a title, introduction, and conclusion.  All citations should follow the style described in Turabian.

 

 

3. Guidelines for historians; due Monday, February 6.
 
Even though Josephine Tey’s Daughter of Time is a work of fiction, it advocates rules or guidelines to help a historian make judgments about sources and interpretations.  As you read this novel, make a list of five such guidelines, as offered by Tey.  Footnote your list—that is, indicate, in proper note form, the portions of the novel that you would adduce as evidence for your choice of guidelines.  At the end, provide a bibliopgrahical reference for the work.  (See the guidelines for these forms in Turabian.)

 

 

4. Essay on The Return of Martin Guerre; due Wednesday, March 1.  Review Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, Chapter 12, before writing your paper.

 
Write a paper exploring the controversy regarding Martin Guerre, focusing on the issues raised in the film, the book, and the AHA discussion around them.  Formulate an argument about the controversy—that is, which interpretation do you favor and why?  In developing your own argument, you should think about the different approaches, assumptions, interpretations, and rhetoric used by the film director and the two historians.  In other words, do not simply dismiss or ignore arguments you do not agree with—explain why they are not tenable, and then explain why your interpretation is superior.  This paper should be between 1,000 and 1,500 words in length.  

 

 

5. Final paper; due Monday, March 13. Review Furay and Salevouris, The Methods and Skills of History, Chapter 12, before writing your paper.

 
This paper will allow you to apply some of the theoretical principles of historiography that we have discussed to the specific works of history treated in the course.  Identify some epistemological problem or historiographical development discussed by Novick, Beard, or Becker; then use this problem or development to discuss material covered either in the Richard III or the Martin Guerre controversy.  This paper should be between 1,500 and 2,000 words.  

 

 

 

