[bookmark: _GoBack]Question:  Select any ONE of the primary sources discussed in class and listed below for your convenience. Craft anargument that explains the strengths and weaknesses of this particular source in understanding the historical period in which it was created.  What precautions or strategies should a historian employ in using this source? Be specific. While you may use other sources to contextualize your source, most of your discussion and citations should be from the primary source you have selected.

Primary sources for Paper one: Eknath’s poem from the Zelliot essay (if you use this, evaluate zelliot’s analysis of this piece), AbulFazl, Al-Badauni.

Instructions
Formulate a clear analytical thesis that responds to the question posed above. Please use the evidence discussed in class and in the readings during weeks 1-3to back up your argument.

You are encouraged to formulate your argument using only the class readings.  You are being evaluated on the basis of your ability to read and analyze these sources closely.

Format
· Papers will be short 5 page papers, double spaced, one inch margins.  
· You may use parenthetical citation in these shorter papers with author’s last name and page number:  for example (Metcalf 24). 
· Make sure that these short papers are analytical and express your own views, rather than summarizing the original text, or offer weak personal reactions not backed up by evidence from the text.  In other words, I am asking for an informed analysis of the readings, not descriptive summaries or emotional reactions.  Even if you agree 100% with an author, you need to explain why that argument is well-structured, or convincing, or provide the historical/social context for it.  In the case of primary documents make sure that you contextualize that document historically.  
· Remember to cite all the sources you use.


Guideline for paper
Pay close attention to what each assignment asks you to do and make sure that your thesis reflects the question asked in the assignment.  Before you begin writing make sure you gather all the evidence in the texts assigned and think about how you can craft an effective argument/thesis using the evidence.  Remember, a good history paper builds its argument, structure, and conclusions based on evidence, not on rhetoric or personal opinion unsupported by evidence.  

Organize your thoughts before you sit down to write so that you have an argument, and several pieces of evidence from the texts that you will develop in various paragraphs.  Not all your evidence will fit into a short paper, so think about what the strongest evidence is and use it.  Give some thought to how alternative arguments might be posed and make sure you address this issue in your own paper—you do not need to refute every counter-argument, but you should briefly consider other possibilities that the evidence suggests in order to explain why the argument you present best explains the evidence.  Historical ambiguity is a necessary problem that all scholars grapple with, but it should not be an excuse for weak argumentation.


An “A” paper
-has a clearly articulated thesis (argument) that is analytical rather than descriptive.
-the thesis should not depend on a straw argument or be based on an exaggeration of the evidence, it should be balanced.
-the rest of the paper builds up and supports the argument paragraph-by-paragraph using examples and evidence from the readings to back up each point.
-uses a consistent citation method which honestly credits all facts/arguments borrowed from others.
-does not rely on too many direct quotes to make the argument, the author is able to express and cite the evidence in his or her own words, reserving direct quotes only for illustrating evidence or analyzing language in instances where paraphrasing would be inappropriate.
-Uses clear language with varied sentence length and structure and is free of most grammatical and spelling errors.
-Should have a clear conclusion that does not merely restate the thesis introduced earlier in the paper (Keep in mind, however, that the conclusion is not the place to introduce new evidence or new parts of your argument.  This should be done earlier.).
--many times your best argument appears in the conclusion, if you find this is the case, go back and edit your introduction to mirror the argument you make in the conclusion.

A “B” paper
-has a solid analytical thesis, but the wording might be less clear or weaker in argumentation
-Still builds a coherent argument in each paragraph, uses solid evidence, but may not make concrete connections between paragraphs or analyze the evidence sufficiently.
-has clear and consistent citations.
-Generally presents a good argument but may have unclear language, spelling, or grammatical errors, or unclear analysis in a few places
-Has a solid conclusion

A “C” paper
-lacks a clear thesis or has a thesis that merely describes rather than analyzes an issue.
-does not fully develop or defend an argument.
-has unclear, hesitant, or disorganized writing, but may still have instances of clear argumentation
-fails to use appropriate evidence to support argument or relies on opinion rather than fact
-does not practice consistent citation in all instances, but makes an effort to do so
-lacks a clear conclusion

A paper that earns les than a “C”
-lacks a clear thesis
-does not develop an argument or use appropriate evidence
-has unclear writing, several errors in argumentation, grammar, or citation
-lacks a conclusion

***Any paper missing citations will get an automatic F ***
Not using citations is a form of academic dishonestly, whether intentional or accidental, do not let this happen to you.
When in doubt about whether to cite or not, it is always better to cite your source. Nobody is going to mark you down for too much citation, but the consequences for inconsistent, few, or no citations are very severe.

