History of the Holocaust

Historiography Paper:  Guidelines

Overview:

The historiography paper offers an opportunity to investigate how historians grapple with the problem of understanding the past, through a narrow focus on two historians arguing about a similar question, in this case, relating to the Holocaust.

Assignment:

Choose two historians who address a similar question related to the Holocaust but arrive at different conclusions (they need not be completely opposite, just distinct).  Compare and critique their arguments.  What evidence supports their claims?  What evidence undermines them?

Sources:

Niewyk provides excerpts from various historians and groups them by subject.  You can use any of the historians in the book to make your comparison (you are not limited to the book, and can use others, but if you do so, you should run it by me first just to make sure it is a doable project).  You should use Bergen for your examples of evidence that either supports or undermines the historical claims.

Requirements:

The Historiography Paper is due in class on October 12th, and is worth 25% of the overall grade.  Essays are to be typed in 12 point font, double spaced, have normal margins, have appropriate citations, and be 5-6 pages long.

Grade Elements:

1. Thesis:  it should be strong, clear, and well defined.

2. Evidence:  you should provide good examples that support your claims

3. Argument:  it should be clear and persuasive

4. Expression:  you should use clear, concise writing

5. Form and Style:  you must provide proper citation whenever you quote or rely on the words or ideas of others.  
Nota Bene (“a word to the wise”):

1. Stay away from the intentionalist-functionalist debate; it is too complicated for you and those papers almost never come out well.

2. Do not forget to bring in specific historical examples.  Simply writing “all the evidence supports Historian X” is not sufficient.

3. Here’s an example of proper citation from Niewyk:  Robert Jay Lifton, “The Nazi Doctors,” in The Holocaust: Problems and Perspectives of Interpretation, 4th ed., Donald L. Niewyk, ed. (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Co., 2011), 68.

