	
	
	



Annotated Historiographical Analysis Assignment

Information for Instructors
Annotated Historiographical Analysis Assignment
Overview
This assignment addresses the Pathways outcome: Evaluate evidence and arguments critically or analytically. 

In this assignment, students will submit a historiographical analysis of interpretations of the Salem Witch Trials. The draft will include an introduction, a clear thesis, at least two body paragraphs analyzing historians' arguments, and marginal annotations analyzing use of evidence critical analysis. This assignment builds metacognition, critical reading, synthesis, and revision planning skills.


Information for Students
Annotated Historiographical Analysis Assignment
[bookmark: _Int_2x1vXkRx][bookmark: _Int_LwpkFxhw]Overview
For this assignment, you will submit an annotated draft of your historiographical analysis essay focused on interpretations of the Salem Witch Trials. You will write an introduction with a thesis, and at least two body paragraphs that evaluate the arguments of different historians. You will add annotations in the margins or in brackets that reflect on how you are using evidence and building your argument. This assignment helps you develop your own voice as a historian and prepares you for final revisions.

As you work on this assignment, you will:
· Draft your introduction with a clear thesis statement.
· Draft at least two body paragraphs analyzing the arguments and evidence of different historians.
· [bookmark: _Int_RoTmq0Ik]Add annotations reflecting on your use of evidence, interpretation, and critical evaluation.
· Evaluate the strengths and areas for improvement in your analysis.
· Plan at least one revision for each annotated section.

Assignment Format & Guidelines
Your annotated draft will:
· Be 2–3 pages in length, typed and double-spaced, using a 12-point font.
· Use in-text citations and include a Works Cited or Bibliography page (Chicago Manual of Style or MLA).
· [bookmark: _Int_atlB4Tqb]Include annotations in brackets [like this] or as marginal comments in Word.
· Use clear academic writing with complete sentences and proper grammar.

Assessment Criteria
Your assignment will be graded on the:
· Clarity and strength of your thesis and introduction.
· Depth of analysis in your body paragraphs comparing historians' arguments.
· Quality and thoughtfulness of your annotations reflecting critical evaluation.
· Effectiveness of your evaluation of the draft and clarity of your revision planning.
· Organization, clarity, and academic tone in your writing.
· Accurate citation of sources and proper formatting of bibliography.

	Historiographical Analysis Assignment Grading Rubric

	Criteria
	Exceeds Expectations
	Meets Expectations
	Approaching Expectations 
	Developing

	Thesis & Introduction
(20 points)
	Clear, insightful thesis with a strong introduction. 
(18–20 points)
	Clear thesis with an adequate introduction. 
(15–17 points)
	Thesis is present but vague, simplistic, or only loosely connected to the essay; introduction is incomplete.
(11-14 points)
	Thesis is unclear or introduction is absent or does not clearly set up the essay 
(0–13 points)

	Body Paragraphs & Historiographical Analysis 
(20 points)
	At least two detailed, well-supported paragraphs analyzing historians’ arguments and contexts. 
(18–20 points)
	Two paragraphs with some analysis of arguments and context. 
(14–17 points)
	Attempts analysis but is mostly summary; limited or uneven attention to historians’ arguments.
(11 -14 points)
	Fewer than two paragraphs or weak analysis. 
(0–13 points)

	Annotations & Reflection 
(20 points)
	Thoughtful annotations reflecting critical evaluation and synthesis. 
(18–20 points)
	General annotations reflecting basic evaluation. 
(14–17 points)
	Annotations are brief and would benefit from greater depth and reflection.
	Minimal or unclear annotations with no reflection
(0–13 points)

	Evaluation & Revision Planning 
(20 points)
	Critically evaluates strengths and weaknesses with clear revision plans. (18–20 points)
	Evaluates draft with general plans. 
(14–17 points)
	Identifies only a few issues or suggestions; revision plan is vague or not operational
(11 -14 points)
	Unclear or absent revision planning. 
(0–13 points)

	Organization & Writing 
(10 points)
	Exceptionally clear, well-organized academic writing. 
(9–10 points)
	Mostly clear and organized with few issues. 
(6–8 points)
	Writing shows some organization but is inconsistent; transitions may be weak; tone occasionally informal.
(5-6 points)
	Lacks clarity, organization, or academic tone.
(0–4 points)

	Citation & Format 
(10 points)
	Accurate citations and fully formatted bibliography. 
(9–10 pts)
	Minor citation or formatting issues. 
(6-8 pts)
	Multiple errors in citation or formatting; attempt is evident but inconsistent.
(5-6 points)
	Numerous citation errors or no citations included in the bibliography. 
(0–4 pts)






Sample Student Submission


Nate Hawthorn
Historiographical Analysis Assignment
HIS 202: U.S. History

Historiographical Analysis: Interpreting the Salem Witch Trials

The Salem Witch Trials have long been a focal point for historiographical debate, offering insight not only into 17th-century Puritan society but also into the evolving concerns of historians themselves. [Annotation: Strengthened opening to highlight this is a historiographical—not narrative—essay.] Interpretations have shifted dramatically over time, mirroring broader intellectual trends. This essay argues that historical interpretations of the Salem Witch Trials have evolved from moralistic and individual-focused critiques, such as those by Charles Upham, to structural and materialist analyses, exemplified by Paul Boyer and Stephen Nissenbaum. These shifting frameworks reflect changes in historians' methodologies and in their cultural and political contexts. [Annotation: Clear thesis statement identifies a trend over time and stakes a position on its causes. Will check later paragraphs for alignment.]

Charles Upham, a 19th-century minister and historian, provided one of the earliest comprehensive histories of Salem in his two-volume work *Salem Witchcraft* (1867). Upham’s interpretation casts the trials primarily as the result of religious fanaticism, embodied by figures such as Cotton Mather. He describes Mather as dangerously zealous, and portrays the Puritan theocracy as irrational and tyrannical. This framing reflected a post-Enlightenment moral critique of religious extremism and theocratic governance. [Annotation: Added historical context about the Enlightenment’s influence on Upham’s framing.] Upham wrote during a time when rationalism and liberal Protestantism were gaining ground, and his depiction of the trials as a cautionary tale says as much about 19th-century values as it does about 1692. However, his interpretation is limited in that it focuses narrowly on elite actors and individual psychology, offering little insight into broader social, economic, or gender dynamics. [Annotation: I could revise this paragraph further to clarify how Upham’s approach differs from modern social history. Good spot for possible expansion.]

Paul Boyer and Stephen Nissenbaum’s *Salem Possessed* (1974) marks a major shift toward structural explanation and social history. Rather than portraying the trials as the product of individual extremism, Boyer and Nissenbaum argue that they emerged from deep socio-economic tensions between Salem Village and Salem Town. Using local tax records, church documents, and land disputes, they demonstrate that many of the accusers came from poorer, agrarian parts of Salem Village, while the accused were often associated with the more affluent and commercial Salem Town. [Annotation: This paragraph shows how their method (use of primary economic records) connects to their thesis. I will check the next paragraph for continuity.] This interpretation reflects the influence of 1970s Marxist and materialist historiography, which emphasized class conflict and local power struggles. By locating the cause of the trials in structural inequalities and communal rivalries, Boyer and Nissenbaum provide a far more nuanced picture than Upham’s moral narrative. Still, some critics argue that their economic determinism underplays the cultural and religious dimensions of Puritan life. [Annotation: I plan to revise this later to include at least one counterpoint or limitation of the socio-economic model.]

Other historians have continued this trend toward complexity, integrating gender and cultural analysis. For instance, Carol F. Karlsen’s *The Devil in the Shape of a Woman* (1987) highlights the gendered nature of the accusations, arguing that the majority of those accused were women who occupied marginal positions of power or deviated from social norms. [Annotation: I am adding a third perspective here to deepen the historiographical range and meet the “Exceeds” level.] Karlsen’s feminist approach challenges both Upham’s moralism and Boyer and Nissenbaum’s class-based analysis, showing that misogyny and anxieties about female autonomy played a crucial role in the outbreak. Like the others, her work is situated in its intellectual moment—the rise of feminist historiography in the 1980s—and thus underscores how historiography reflects not only the past it seeks to analyze but also the present in which it is written.

[Annotation: This paragraph adds diversity to the analysis and broadens the historiographical scope. I’ll consider tying all perspectives together in the conclusion.] In sum, the historiography of the Salem Witch Trials reveals as much about historians and their methodologies as it does about the events of 1692. Upham’s moralistic lens, Boyer and Nissenbaum’s structural analysis, and Karlsen’s feminist perspective each reflect the dominant scholarly paradigms of their time. Recognizing these shifts allows us to better understand how interpretations are constructed and why they change. [Annotation: The conclusion ties the thesis to broader historical practice. I plan to revise this further in the final version to highlight the usefulness of historiography for students of history.]
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