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	APPROACHES TO HISTORY:  

THE WORLD

HISTORIAN’S CRAFT
HISTORY 300

SIMON FRASER UNIVERSITY

SPRING 2005

Tues. 9:30-11:20 AQ5030

             Thur. 9:30-10:20 AQ5037

DR. LUKE CLOSSEY 

AQ 6237

Office Hours 

and by appointment 

clossey@sfu.ca
www.sfu.ca/~lclossey/hist300.html



The question of the relationship (and existence as conceptual entities) of “the West” and “the rest” has been one of the enduring lines of historical enquiry of the last five centuries and has acquired a violent relevance in our own times.  Although the question affords no straightforward answers, its centrality and enduring importance makes it a way to study a broad range of the western historical tradition.  

After briefly looking at history written during the Italian Renaissance, we will explore historical materialism, Weberian functionalism, philosophical (and prophetic) synthetic history, diffusionism, ecological history, world-systems analysis, deconstructionism, the Annales school, scientific “big history,” and the California school.  We will consider the professionalization of historical scholarship, modern theories of history, the role of the historian, and the future of history.  Active participation and reading approximately one hundred pages per week are required.
Tutorial Information

D101   W 9:30-10:20   AQ5118

D102   W 10:30-11:20   West Mall 2521

Required Texts

TEXTS
· Alfred W. Crosby, The Columbian Exchange : Biological and Cultural Consequences of 1492 

· Custom Courseware reader (CCR)

· Supplemental reader (SR) [details will be given during the first lecture]

Prerequisite

9 hours of History credit, or the equivalent.
Schedule of Grades

Grades will be assigned based on the following schedule.  Information on plagiarism is available from the instructors and the History Department’s Undergraduate Handbook  (http://www.sfu.ca/history/underghandbook.pdf).  Students found to be plagiarizing will receive a failing mark on that assignment; pending review by the Department Chair, the student will receive a failing mark for the course.  No excuses, including ignorance of what constitutes plagiarism, will be accepted.  When in doubt, cite.

	tutorial participation & assignments
	all semester
	20%

	historiographical article (4 pages)
	February 3
	15%

	research paper (8 pages)
	March 31
	25%

	midterm examination
	March 1
	15%

	final examination
	Apr. 16, 8:30-11:30am
	25%


Schedule of Lectures and Readings

An outline will be available online 24 hours before each lecture.

Readings should be completed before the Tuesday lecture each week.

Week 1 (Jan 11-13)

Introduction

No readings

Week 2 (Jan 18-20)

Early World Histories
CCR1.  Guicciardini, Francesco.  “Importance of the Spice Trade…”  in The History of Italy [Book 6].  Princeton: Princeton UP, 1984: 177-85.  

Week 3 (Jan 25-27)

Historical Materialism

CCR2.  Hegel, Georg Wilhelm Friedrich.  “World History,” in The Philosophy of Right. http://www.marxists.org/reference/archive/hegel/works/pr/prstate.htm.  

CCR3.  Marx, Karl.  [Abstract from the] “Preface of A Contribution to the Critique of Political Economy.”  http://www.marxists.org/archive/marx/works/1859/critique-pol-economy/preface-abs.htm.  

CCR4.  Marx, Karl.  Grundrisse: Foundations of the Critique of Political Economy [selections], ed. M. Nicolaus.  London: Allen Lane, New Left Review, 1973: 471-79, 483-87.  

CCR5.  Wittfogel, Karl A.  “The Natural Setting of Hydraulic Society,” in Oriental Despotism: A Comparative Study of Total Power.  New Haven: Yale UP, 1957: 11-21.  

Week 4 (Feb 1-3)

Social Science and History

SR1.  Weber, Max.  “Protestant Asceticism and the Spirit of Capitalism,” in Max Weber: Selections in Translation, ed. W. G. Runciman, trans. E. Matthews.  New York: Cambridge UP, 1978: 138-73.

SR2.  Weber, Max.  “Government, Kinship, and Capitalism in China,” in Max Weber: Selections in Translation, ed. W. G. Runciman, trans. E. Matthews.  New York: Cambridge UP, 1978: 315-30.

Week 5 (Feb 8-10)

Providential History

SR3.  Spengler, Oswald.  “Introduction” and “The Problem of World History,” in The Decline of the West, eds. Helmut Werner and Arthur Helps, trans. Charles Francis Atkinson.  New York: Modern Library, 1965: 3-40, 70-86.

CCR9.  Toynbee, Arnold.  A Study of History [selections], rev. ed.  London: Oxford UP, 1972: 1-59.

Week 6 (Feb 15-17)

Professionalized World History

CCR10.  McNeill, William H. The Rise of the West: A History of the Human Community  [selections].  Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1963: 565-725.  

Week 7 (Feb 22-24)

Environmental History

Alfred W. Crosby, The Columbian Exchange: Biological and Cultural Consequences of 1492.  (Westport, 1972). 

Week 8 (Mar 1-3)

Political Economy 
CCR11.  Frank, Andre Gunder.  “The Development of Underdevelopment.”  Monthly Review 18.4 (1966): 17-31.

CCR12.  Wallerstein, Immanuel.  “The Rise and Future Demise of the World Capitalist System.”  Comparative Studies in Society and History 14:4 (Summer 1974): 387-415.

Week 9 (Mar 8-10)

Cultural History and Orientalism
SR4.  Said, Edward.  “Introduction” and “The Scope of Orientalism,” in Orientalism.  New York: Pantheon, 1978: 1-110.

Week 10 (Mar 15-17)

Social History and the Annales School

CCR14.  Braudel, Fernand.  “For and Against Europe: the Rest of the World,” in The Perspective of the World, volume 3 of Civilization and Capitalism, 15th-18th Century, trans. Sian Reynolds.  New York: Harper & Row, 1984: 386-429, 484-535.

Week 11 (Mar 22-24)

Scientific Big History

CCR15.  Diamond, Jared.  Guns, Germs, and Steel: The Fate of Human Societies [selections].  New York: W. W. Norton & Co., 1997: 67-81, 85-113, 131-156.

Week 12 (Mar 29-31)

The Culture Wars

CCR16.  Landes, David S.  The Wealth and Poverty of Nations: Why Some Are So Rich and Others So Poor  [selections].  New York: W. W. Norton & Co., 1998: 3-78, 168-185. 

Week 13 (Apr 5-7)

The California School and the Future of the Past

CCR17.  Frank, Andre Gunder.  ReOrient: Global Economy in the Asian Age [selections].  Berkeley: University of California Press, 1998: 1-51.

CCR18.  Transcript of Frank-Landes Debate [Northeastern University, December 2, 1988].  http://www.whc.neu.edu/whc/seminar/pastyears/frank-landes/Frank-Landes_01.html.

Tutorial Information

We meet in a discussion section, and it is meant expressly to supplement lecture.  Discussion is for active, vocal participation, between you and your peers.  Your tutor will facilitate discussion; you should direct your attention primarily to the other students in the class.  You should come to teach tutorial armed with at least one question about the reading.  If you are someone who finds it difficult or intimidating to speak in front of groups, please ask your tutor or the course instructor for strategies on participating.

Discussion section is not of any use if you don't come to class.  Absences and tardiness will negatively affect your grade.  We will be closely reading our sources, so bring the assigned readings to tutorial.

“Australian Rules” Tutorial Objectives and Format

· to encourage active presentation by all its members

· to develop a common language and set of problems by the beginning of class each week so that class time  is spent exploring the week’s issues in depth

· to make writing an essential part of intellectual dialogue

· to develop skills summarizing books and arguments

· to create an atmosphere of collegial participation and cooperation as the foundation of intellectual inquiry and exchange

The tutorial is divided into three groups (Alpha Team, Delta Team, and Omega Team).  

In our second week, Alpha Team will write one set of questions based on the assigned readings, and will email this to the other teams by sunset Saturday.  Delta Team will then email out one set of responses to these questions by sunset Monday.  In tutorial, Omega Team will make a critical presentation of these question and responses—possibly offering central problems raised in the week’s reading but not adequately addressed by the original questions and responses.  Although you should coordinate with your group to ensure a wide coverage, you will be given an individual grade for your work.  Each week, the tasks rotate.  Your tutorial’s email is either hist300-d1@sfu.ca or hist300-d2@sfu.ca.  If you do not check your sfu.ca account, please set up email forwarding at https://my.sfu.ca/cgi-bin/WebObjects/manage.

Your participation in each meeting will be assigned a minus, a check, or a plus.  Attentive attendance yields a check; quality verbal participation earns a plus.  The minus is reserved for tardiness or unconsciousness.  Explanations for absence from section elicit sympathy, but will under no circumstances excuse absences.  The grading system encourages regular attendance and participation.  Tutorial participation is worth 20% of your final course grade.  

Major Written Assignments

Assignment 1:  Historiographical Article (due February 17)

Please write an original critical exposition of a work of world-historical scholarship.  Be sure to address the historian’s goals, assumptions, and use of evidence.  Your paper should be approximately four double-spaced pages (i.e. 900 to 1100 words), with footnotes and a bibliography in the format outlined in the Department of History Undergraduate Handbook (http://www.sfu.ca/history/underghandbook.pdf ), pages 24-26.  

Assignment 2:  Research Paper (due April 7)

Option 1.  Write a preface to a history of the world.  Make clear the organizational schema and theoretical approach you would adopt.  

Option 2.  Revise a history paper written for another class to include (a) a global perspective and (b) a discussion of your theoretical approach.  (Your revised paper should be eight pages longer than the original, which you will submit with it.)

Your paper should be approximately eight double-spaced pages (i.e. 1800 to 2200 words), with footnotes and a bibliography in the format outlined in the Department of History Undergraduate Handbook (http://www.sfu.ca/history/underghandbook.pdf ), pages 24-26.  

Writing Strategies

Your tutor and the course instructor invite you to meet with them to discuss your progress.  Jack Corse,  the Liaison Librarian for History, maintains a valuable guide to historical research at http://www.lib.sfu.ca/researchhelp/subjectguides/hist/hist.htm.  He encourages students conducting research to contact him at corse@sfu.ca for assistance.  The library website also features a guide to writing and avoiding plagiarism: http://www.lib.sfu.ca/researchhelp/writing/writingguide.htm
Although the Internet is the 4th Greatest Invention of Western Civilization, it lies, and its resources must be used with great caution.  

An excellent guide to writing can be found in the Department of History Undergraduate Handbook (http://www.sfu.ca/history/underghandbook.pdf ), pages 21-26.  

Grading Policies

The grading rubric on the following page outlines the criteria for evaluation.  The grade of a late paper is reduced one notch for every day of tardiness.  Thus an A+ paper received one week late becomes a C, as does a B paper turned in 3 days late.  Although no extensions will be granted, you are encouraged to begin work on these assignments immediately.  You cannot submit a paper to more than one class without the consent of both instructors.  Students found to be plagiarizing will receive a failing mark on that assignment; pending review by the Department Chair, the student will receive a failing mark for the course.  No excuses, including ignorance of what constitutes plagiarism, will be accepted.  When in doubt, cite.
GRADING RUBRIC FOR MAJOR WRITTEN ASSIGNMENTS† 

	
	A
	B
	C
	D
	F

	Ideas
	Excels in responding to assignment.  Thesis is clearly communicated, and limited enough to be manageable.  Paper recognizes the complexity of its thesis by acknowledging its contradictions or qualifications.  Sophisticated understanding of sources.  The reader learns something new.
	A solid paper, responding appropriately to assignment.  Clearly states a thesis/central idea, but may have some minor lapses in development.  Begins to acknowledge the possibility of other points of view.  Shows careful readings of sources but not critical evaluation.   
	Adequate but weaker and less effective.  Presents central idea in general terms, often depending on platitudes or clichés.  Usually does not acknowledge other views.  Some lapses in comprehension of sources.
	Does not have a clear central idea or does not respond appropriately to the assignment.  Thesis may be too vague or obvious to be developed effectively.  Paper may misunderstand sources.
	Does not respond to the assignment, lacks a thesis or central idea, and may neglect to use sources where necessary.

	Organization
	Guides the reader through a chain of reasoning or progression of ideas.  Sophisticated transitional sentences often develop one idea from the previous one or identify their logical relations.  
	Shows a logical progression of ideas and uses fairly sophisticated transitional devices; e.g. may move from least to more important idea.  Some logical links may be faulty, but each paragraph clearly relates to paper’s central idea.
	Lists ideas or arrange them arbitrarily.  While each paragraph may relate to the  central idea, the logic is not always clear.  Paragraphs have topic sentences but may be overly general, and arrangement of sentences within paragraphs lack coherence.  
	May have random organization, lacking internal paragraph coherence and using few or inappropriate transitions.  Paragraphs lack main ideas, are too general or too specific, or are irrelevant to the thesis. 
	No appreciable organizations; lacks transitions and coherence.

	Evidence & Analysis


	Uses evidence appropriately and effectively, providing sufficient evidence and explanation to convince.  [For the encyclopedia article, your evidence should be illustrative rather than persuasive.]
	Begins to offer reasons to support its points, perhaps using varied kinds of evidence.  Begins to interpret the evidence and explain the connections between evidence and main ideas.  Examples are relevant.
	Often uses generalizations to support its points.  Examples obvious or irrelevant.  Depends on unsupported opinion, or assumes that evidence speaks for itself and needs no application to argument.  Lapses in logic.
	Depends on clichés or overgeneralizations for support, or offers little evidence of any kind.  May be personal narrative rather than essay, or summary rather than analysis.
	Uses irrelevant details or lacks supporting evidence entirely.  May be unduly brief.

	Style
	Choose words for their precise meaning and uses an appropriate level of specificity.  Sentences are varied, yet clearly structured and carefully focused.  Contains few gratuitous elements.
	Generally uses words accurately and effectively, but may sometimes be too general.  Sentences generally clear, well structured, and focused, though some may be awkward or ineffective.
	Uses relatively vague and general words, may use some inappropriate language.  Sentence structure generally correct, but sentences may be wordy, unfocused, repetitive, or confusing.
	May be too vague and abstract, or very personal and specific.  Contains several awkward sentences; sentence structure is simple or monotonous.
	Usually contains many awkward sentences, misuses words, and employs inappropriate language.

	Mechanics
	Almost entirely free of spelling, punctuation, and grammatical errors.
	Contains a few errors, which annoy the reader but do not impede understanding.
	Contains several mechanical errors, which temporarily confuse the reader but do not impede the overall understanding.
	Contains either many mechanical errors or a few important errors that block the reader’s understanding.
	Contains many important errors.


� Adapted from the “’Australian Rules’” Seminar Instruction Manuel” of Victoria University (Dening) and UC Berkeley (Sahlins)


† Adapted from rubrics created by UC Davis (English Department) and UC Berkeley (International and Area Studies)





