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Senior Seminar
HIS 4935-001

Social Sciences, 170

Monday, 4:00-7:00

Spring 2010

Professor Douglas Kanter
Office: Arts & Letters 160

Office Hours: Tuesday, 11:00-1:00 or by appointment

Phone: (561) 297-3593

E-mail: dkanter1@fau.edu
Course Description and Outcomes

Senior Seminar is the capstone course for majors in the Department of History. The objective of this class is to provide students with the opportunity to produce a long and detailed paper, based upon primary sources, utilizing the research methods and analytical skills that they have acquired in Introduction to Historical Study and other upper-division history courses.
In order to provide this course with a degree of thematic coherence it might otherwise lack, it is structured around a special topic: “The History of Modern Britain, 1714-2008” Student research projects must be related to some aspect of British, Irish, or British imperial history since 1714. Students will have wide latitude in formulating their research topic within these parameters, but all research proposals must be approved by Dr. Kanter.  Knowledge of British history is not assumed at the outset of the class, but by the end of the course all students should have some understanding of modern Britain.

Course Format

This course will be composed of weekly colloquia. On January 11 and January 25 we will review and reinforce the research and writing skills that students have acquired in Introduction to Historical Study and other history courses. We will also discuss E.A. Wasson’s textbook, A History of Modern Britain: 1714 to the Present. From February 1 through April 5, students will meet in small groups to conduct peer reviews of paper drafts under the close supervision of the instructor. On April 12 and April 19 the entire class will reconvene for student research presentations.
Students will be divided into four groups on January 11, and these groups will meet separately from February 1 through April 5. At the first meeting of each group, students will peer review research proposals, and at subsequent meetings students will peer review draft sections of research papers. The initial proposals, as well as subsequent drafts, must be circulated to the instructor and other members of the group, via e-mail in MS Word, by 5:00 pm on the Wednesday preceding the class meeting. For example, a research proposal that will be discussed on Monday, February 1 must be circulated by Wednesday, January 27. Students must print all of the proposals/drafts they receive from each member of their group, read and critique them prior to class on Monday (using the guidelines supplied below), and come to class prepared to discuss them. 
Writing Across the Curriculum
Senior Seminar is part of Florida Atlantic University’s Writing Across the Curriculum program. Accordingly, it is designed to promote critical thinking and careful reading through intensive, analytical writing. Students are required to write 5000+ words and produce a final paper that represents a substantive revision of the paper drafts submitted for peer review over the course of the semester. This class also serves as one of the two “Gordon Rule” courses that students must take at the 2000-4000 level after completing ENC 1101 and 1102 or their equivalents. Students must earn a grade of “C” or better in this course for it to count towards the fulfillment of Florida’s “Gordon Rule” requirement.
If this class is selected to participate in the university-wide WAC assessment program, you will be required to access the online assessment server, complete the consent form and survey, and submit electronically a first and final draft of a near-end-of-term paper.
Course Requirements
1. Response Paper, 6%. In 2-3 typed, double-spaced pages, answer the following questions based upon a close reading of E.A.Wasson’s A History of Modern Britain. What were the major political, social, and economic changes in Britain between 1714 and 2008? What political, social, and economic themes persisted throughout this period? The response paper will be evaluated on clarity of writing, care of proofreading, and evidence of a close reading and analysis of Wasson’s textbook. Use footnotes formatted according to Turabian, A Manual for Writers, chapters 16-17, to cite the text. This assignment is due in class on January 25.
2. Attendance/Participation, 14%. Attendance and participation are critical components of this course. Attendance will be taken at the beginning of each class/group meeting. Students who arrive late or leave early may be considered as absent, at the discretion of the instructor. Students are expected to come to class having thoroughly read and carefully considered all assigned texts—including drafts of student work submitted for peer review—and should be prepared to engage in a thoughtful discussion of these texts. Every student must participate in the peer review process.
3. Research Proposal and Bibliography, 5%. See below for a detailed description of this assignment. 
4. Historiography Essay, 5%. See below for a detailed description of this assignment.
5. First and Second Paper Drafts, 10% (5% each). See below for a detailed description of these assignments.
6. Research Presentation, 10%. See below for a detailed description of this assignment.
7. Final Paper, 50%. See below for a detailed description of this assignment.
Policy on Late Assignments
Because peer review of student papers requires a high degree of coordination between multiple students and the instructor, no late proposals or paper drafts will be accepted for credit. Late proposals or paper drafts should not be submitted to other students for peer review, but they may be sent to the instructor, who is willing to provide substantive feedback on late assignments. Failure to hand in the final paper at 4:00 on April 26 will result in a “0” on the paper and a grade of “F” for the course. The instructor will not read any final paper submitted after this deadline. 

Exceptions to this policy may be made in cases of documented illness or other documented emergencies; please contact Dr. Kanter as early as possible if illness or other emergencies may prevent you from submitting an assignment on time. Work commitments, computer problems, and car troubles are not considered to be emergencies for the purposes of this class.
Grading Scale
Grades will be determined on a 100 point scale as follows:

A
93-100

C
73-77
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D+
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B
83-87

D
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60-62
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F
0-59

Final grades will not be altered except in the unlikely occurrence that a grade has been miscalculated.

Appropriate Conduct
While in class, students are expected to be respectful to the instructor and to one another, as well as attentive and focused on their coursework. When in class, cell phones and all electronic devices other than laptop computers should be turned off. If you use a laptop, please close out of your internet browser and any software that is not directly related to this course. Disruptions to class caused by electronic devices will be reflected in student participation grades.
Students with Disabilities
In compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA), students who require special accommodations due to a disability to properly execute coursework must register with the Office for Students with Disabilities (OSD) located in Boca Raton - SU 133 (561-297-3880), in Davie - MOD I (954-236-1222), in Jupiter - SR 117 (561-799-8585), or at the Treasure Coast - CO 128 (772-873-3305), and follow all OSD procedures.

University Honor Code
Students at Florida Atlantic University are expected to maintain the highest ethical standards. Academic dishonesty, including cheating and plagiarism, is considered a serious breach of these ethical standards, because it interferes with the University mission to provide a high quality education in which no student enjoys an unfair advantage over any other. Academic dishonesty is also destructive of the University community, which is grounded in a system of mutual trust and places high value on personal integrity and individual responsibility. Harsh penalties are associated with academic dishonesty. For more information, see http://www.fau.edu/regulations/chapter4/4.001_Honor_Code.pdf.
Required Reading

Kate L. Turabian, A Manual for Writers of Research Papers, Theses, and Dissertations: Chicago Style for Students and Researchers, 7th edition (University of Chicago Press, 2007). 
E.A. Wasson, A History of Modern Britain, 1714 to the Present (Wiley-Blackwell, 2010).

These titles are available for purchase at the FAU Bookstore.
Schedule of Courses
Week of:
Readings/Assignments:
1/11
 
Introduction: Writing in History
1/18

No class—Martin Luther King Day
1/25

Reading: Wasson, A History of Modern Britain (all)


Assignment: Response Paper
2/1

Assignment: Research Proposal and Bibliography (Groups 1 & 2)


Note: Proposals and bibliographies for Groups 1 and 2 are due January 

27 at 5:00.  

2/8

Assignment: Research Proposal and Bibliography (Groups 3 & 4)


Note: Proposals and bibliographies for Groups 3 and 4 are due February 

3 at 5:00. 

2/15
No class: individual meetings with Dr. Kanter (optional)


Note: The individual meeting is at the option of either the student or the instructor. If the instructor requests a meeting with a student, that meeting is mandatory and will count toward the student’s attendance/participation grade.
2/22

Assignment: Historiography Essay (Groups 1 & 2)


Note: Historiography essays for Groups 1 and 2 are due February 17 at 

5:00.
3/1

Assignment: Historiography Essay (Groups 3 & 4)


Note: Historiography essays for Groups 3 and 4 are due February 24 at 

5:00.
3/8

 Spring Break
3/15

Assignment: First Paper Draft (Groups 1 & 2)


Note: First paper drafts for Groups 1 and 2 are due March 10 at 5:00.
3/22

Assignment: First Paper Draft (Groups 3 & 4)


Note: First paper drafts for Groups 3 and 4 are due March 17 at 5:00.
3/29

Assignment: Second Paper Draft (Groups 1 & 2)
Note: Second paper drafts for Groups 1 and 2 are due March 24 at 5:00.

4/5

Assignment: Second Paper Draft (Groups 3 & 4)
Note: Second paper drafts for Groups 3 and 4 are due March 31 at 5:00.

4/12

Assignment: Student Research Presentations (Groups 1 & 2)


Note: All students must attend on this date
4/19

Assignment: Student Research Presentations
(Groups 3 & 4)


Note: All students must attend on this date
4/26

Final Paper Due at 4:00
Research Proposal and Bibliography
Complete a 3 page research proposal, due via e-mail on January 27 (Groups 1 & 2) or February 3 (Groups 3 & 4). The first 2 pages of the proposal should provide a description of your project, while the last page should be a select bibliography. The description should be double-spaced, with standard margins and font. The bibliography should follow the format described in Turabian, A Manual for Writers, chapters 16-17, but it must separate primary and secondary sources into distinct sections.
An effective  research proposal should fulfill three functions. First, it should provide a short description of the subject to be studied. This description must include an original hypothesis and a rudimentary grasp of the relevant secondary source material. Second, it should offer a brief explanation of your research program, detailing how you intend to proceed with your work and where your major sources are located. Third, it should include a bibliography containing the most important sources that will be used for the project.

Before you can complete a viable research proposal, it will be necessary for you to begin research. You will need to read (or, at this point, at least skim) some of the secondary and—if possible—primary sources before you attempt to complete the proposal, as you will have to possess significant knowledge about the subject in order to propose an original hypothesis. If you need to use interlibrary loan to obtain sources, you should begin making requests immediately, as it may take a few weeks for the materials to arrive.

The research proposal will be evaluated based on clarity of writing, care of proofreading, correct bibliographic formatting, and the viability of the topic proposed. A proposal’s viability will be assessed by taking into account the originality of the hypothesis, the practicality of completing a paper based on the topic in 15-18 pages, the availability of significant primary sources, and the identification of relevant, recent secondary sources.

Peer Review Instructions for the Research Proposal

For each proposal you receive, write down answers to questions 1-5 on a separate sheet of paper. Mark all corrections (questions 6-8) on the proposal that has been submitted to you. 
1. Is the topic viable? Can it be completed in 15-18 pages by April 26? If not, how can it be fixed?
2. Does the bibliography include a sufficient number of primary and secondary sources to provide the basis of a research paper?
3. Will it be possible to access the necessary primary sources for the paper?
4. Do the secondary sources cited appear directly relevant to the proposal? 
5. Does the proposal contain a hypothesis? Is the hypothesis a clear one? What is the hypothesis?
6. Has the paper been carefully proofread? Are there repeated mistakes in grammar, diction, or spelling? If consistent patterns of error emerge, note them.
7. Is the writing clear? Are any of the sentences awkward or difficult to understand? Does the paper contain sentence fragments or run-ons? If so, mark them.
8. Is the bibliography correctly formatted, according to the standard established by Turabian, Manual for Writers? Mark all incorrectly formatted bibliographic entries, and provide an example of one correctly formatted entry.
Historiography Essay 
Almost every work of original historical research begins with a review of the existing secondary sources that cover the author’s subject. This existing literature is known, collectively, as the “historiography.” A review of the historiography fulfills a number of functions, but two may be noted as particularly significant for the purposes of this course. First, the review demonstrates to the reader that the author has developed the expertise necessary to discuss the subject under consideration with some authority. Second, and more importantly, the review provides the author with an opportunity to explain to the reader how his/her work makes an original contribution to scholarship.

Compose a 3-4 page historiography essay, describing the most significant secondary sources that you have read so far. The essay should be double-spaced, with standard margins and font. This assignment is due via e-mail on February 17 (Groups 1 & 2) or February 24 (Groups 3 & 4). It is expected that you will have read at least 2 books on your subject (excluding Wasson’s A History of Modern Britain), along with 3-5 articles or book chapters. If you read more books, of course, you may read fewer articles. The books and articles you select to review should be those most relevant to your research project. Use footnotes formatted according to Turabian, A Manual for Writers, chapters 16-17, to cite the texts.
An effective historiography essay will perform four functions: 1) It will explicate the hypotheses of the secondary sources under review. 2) It will identify significant similarities in the existing historical literature. If several texts basically make the same argument, for example, or if they use the same primary sources, this should be noted. 3) It will identify significant differences in the existing historical literature. Do two authors interpret the same personality, event, or movement in fundamentally different, even antithetical ways? If so, this should be noted. 4) It will explain how the author’s hypothesis engages in the ongoing historical discussion. It should point out how the author’s work differs from some (or all!) of the existing literature. This difference may be related to the novelty of the argument, or the novelty of the source base, or the novelty of the methodological approach. The historiography essay will be evaluated based on clarity of writing, care of proofreading, correct formatting of footnotes, and the extent to which it performs these four functions.
Peer Review Instructions for the Historiography Essay

For each historiography essay, write down answers to questions 1-6 on a separate sheet of paper. Mark all corrections (questions 7-9) on the essay that has been submitted to you. 

1. Has the author used at least 2 books and 3-5 articles or the equivalent (i.e. 1 book and 6-10 articles, 3 books and no articles)?

2. Has the author used only secondary sources in the historiography review? Do these sources appear to be relevant to the subject of study?

3. Does the author explain the hypotheses of the secondary sources under review?

4. Does the author identify significant similarities in the existing historical literature (in terms of content, primary sources used, arguments advanced, etc.)? 

5. Does the author identify significant differences in the existing historical literature?

6. Does the author explain how he or she intends to engage in the ongoing historical discussion? How will the author’s work differ from some (or all) of the existing literature? 

7. Has the paper been carefully proofread? Are there repeated mistakes in grammar, diction, or spelling? If consistent patterns of error emerge, note them.
8. Is the writing clear? Are any of the sentences awkward or difficult to understand? Does the paper contain sentence fragments or run-ons? If so, mark them.
9. Are there footnotes? Are these correctly formatted, according to the standard established by Turabian, Manual for Writers? Mark all incorrectly formatted footnotes, and provide an example of one correctly formatted footnote.

First and Second Paper Drafts
Complete a 4-6 page draft section of your research paper, defending your hypothesis through the use of evidence drawn from primary sources. The first paper draft is due via e-mail on March 10 (Groups 1 & 2) or March 17 (Groups 3 & 4). The second paper draft is due on March 24 (Groups 1 & 2) or March 31 (Groups 3 & 4). Please include your thesis statement at the beginning of each draft, offset from the draft itself if appropriate. Normally, each draft should represent a distinct section of the paper. Students generally should not, in other words, submit a revised historiography essay for their first paper draft, or a revised version of their first draft for their second paper draft. However, if a student determines that an earlier section of the paper must be thoroughly revised before they can proceed to the next section, they may resubmit a previous portion of the paper. Please consult Dr. Kanter before doing so.
Each paper draft should be carefully composed and proofread, and should include footnotes formatted according to Turabian. A draft should not consist of an outline or a series of disconnected ideas strung together. Outlines or notes submitted in lieu of paper drafts will receive no credit and will not be peer reviewed. Drafts will be evaluated based on clarity of writing, care of proofreading, correct formatting of footnotes, and the use of primary sources to defend the paper’s hypothesis.
Peer Review Instructions for the First and Second Paper Drafts
For each paper draft that you receive, write down answers to questions 1-5 on a separate sheet of paper. Mark all corrections (questions 6-8) on the draft that has been submitted to you.

1. Does the author include a thesis statement at the beginning of the draft?

2. Does the author utilize primary sources to sustain this hypothesis throughout the draft?

3. Does the author’s primary source evidence verify the hypothesis? Is the hypothesis convincing, in light of the evidence the author has produced?

4. Are any aspects of the author’s argument unconvincing? 

5. Is there any type of evidence not consulted in this draft that might be relevant to the author’s research?

6.  Has the paper been carefully proofread? Are there repeated mistakes in grammar, diction, or spelling? If consistent patterns of error emerge, note them.
7. Is the writing clear? Are any of the sentences awkward or difficult to understand? Does the paper contain sentence fragments or run-ons? If so, mark them.
8. Are there footnotes? Are these correctly formatted, according to the standard established by Turabian, Manual for Writers? Mark all incorrectly formatted footnotes, and provide an example of one correctly formatted footnote.
Research Presentation
The research presentation is your opportunity to share your work with an audience, in this case your classmates. Research presentations will be delivered on April 12 (Groups 1 & 2) and April 19 (Groups 3 & 4). Each presentation should be 10-15 minutes long. It should include an overview of your project, including a description of the historical topic you studied, your hypothesis, and an explanation of your main findings. The presentation should also explain how your work makes an original contribution to historical knowledge. In order to explain the importance of your work, you will need to provide a brief overview of the relevant historiography, as well as a description of the major primary sources that you examined. Visual aids and handouts may be used if appropriate, but are not necessary. At the end of each presentation there will be an opportunity for listeners to ask questions. 

Each presentation will be evaluated on the basis of three criteria: 1) Clarity: Does the presentation communicate the author’s hypothesis explicitly? Does the author present his/her main findings in a comprehensible manner? Is the author’s primary source base explained? Is the author of the paper well prepared, or does the style of delivery detract from the presentation? 2) Significance: Is the importance of the author’s research evident from the presentation? Does the author successfully distinguish his/her work from the historiography? 3) Time: Does the presentation last for 10-15 minutes? Is that time well used?

Final Paper

The major requirement for this course is a 15-18 page paper (exclusive of bibliography), based upon original research, and due at 4:00 on April 26. The paper should be typed, double-spaced, and paginated, using 12-point “Times New Roman” font with standard margins (1.25” left/right and 1” top/bottom). Late papers will not be accepted. The paper will be evaluated based upon the following elements: 

a. A title page based on Turabian, Manual for Writers, pages 378 and 386 

b. An original hypothesis, which is defended through the employment of primary source evidence.

c. A historiography section, which reviews the existing secondary literature in order to make the originality of the student’s work explicit.

d. Proper citation of evidence using the style of footnotes described in Turabian, Manual for Writers, chapters 16-17. Use full footnotes for first citations and short footnotes (author-title version) for subsequent citations. Use ibid. when appropriate. 
e. A bibliography, which distinguishes primary from secondary sources, and follows the format for bibliographies described in Turabian, Manual for Writers, chapters 16-17.
f. Clarity and proofreading. The paper should be written in lucid, jargon-free prose, and should be carefully proofread.

g. Breadth of research. Although there is no specific minimum number of required primary sources, the author’s hypothesis must be sustained by primary source research. A good rule of thumb is that students should do about 150 pages of primary source reading per week after they have completed their historiography essays. The minimum number of secondary sources to be used is 2 books and 3-5 articles/book chapters.
Final Paper Grading Rubric

Student Name:

Mechanics: 20 Points

Title page formatted according to Turabian (1 point): 



_____
Proper length and formatting (margins, pagination, spacing, font) (3 points):
_____
Footnotes formatted according to Turabian (3 points): 



_____

Bibliography formatted according to Turabian (3 points): 



_____

Proofreading: correct spelling, diction, and grammar (10 points): 


_____

Content: 30 Points

Clearly stated, original hypothesis (6 points): 




_____

Clear overview of the relevant historiography (6 points):



_____

Use of primary sources to defend hypothesis (12 points):



_____

Explanation of project’s significance (6 points):




_____

