
COURSE SYLLABUS 

20th Century Historiography: Questions and 
Controversies 

Course code:  HIS 401/HIS 600  
Semester and year: Spring 2021 
Day and time: Monday, 11.30-14.15 
Instructor: Dr William Eddleston, M.A., PhD. 
Instructor contact: william.eddleston@aauni.edu 
Consultation hours: Online this semester by appointment. 
 
Credits US/ECTS 3/6 Level Advanced 
Length 15 weeks Pre-requisite Choose an item.  
Contact hours 42 hours Course type Master Required/Elective 

1. Course Description 

The course begins by examining broad trends in 20th century historiography. Sessions 2 and 
3 look at two classic controversies in British historiography: the twin assault on the “Whig” 
conception of history launched by Herbert Butterfield and Lewis Namier, and the questions 
of free will and determinism in history arising from Isaiah Berlin’s critique of E. H. Carr, and 
the further controversy over the purpose and utility of historical study between Carr and 
Geoffrey Elton. Session 4 looks at the more recent dispute occasioned by Richard Evans’ 
moderate defence of empirical history against the challenge of postmodernism. 
 
Session 5 and 6 examine two key rival schools of social history: the French Annales scholars 
and the (predominantly British) school of Marxist historiography. Session 7 looks at A. J. P. 
Taylor and the controversy surrounding his 1962 revisionist tract The Origins of the Second 
World War. Taylor’s importance lies in his dominance within British historical scene in the 
mid-to-late 20th century, despite his eschewal of any form of theorising. Taylor is a reminder 
of the enduring relevance – and relative imperviousness to theory - of diplomatic history.  
 
Just before the midterm break, Session 8 explores the concept of collective memory in 
relationship to the memory of the Jewish Holocaust. Session 9 examines cultural history, 
through the work of the pioneering historian of culture Jan Huizinga, author of The Autumn 
of the Middle Ages, and through the later work of George L. Mosse. Mosse made major 
contributions to the study of fascism, interpreting fascism – against prevailing historical and 
political science orthodoxies – as essentially a cultural revolution against the liberal 
bourgeois order.  
 
Sessions 10 through to 14 return to a number of the key methodological challenges of post-
colonialism, ethnological history, Kuhnian approaches to the history of science and 
postmodernism, focusing on the work of a number of key thinkers: Edward Said; Keith 
Thomas; Thomas Kuhn, Michael Ruse and Michel Foucault, along with the work of their 
manifold acolytes and critics. Specific topics examined will be the Orientalism; the new 
perspectives brought by feminism and cultural anthropology to the interpretation of the 
Early Modern “witch craze”; the mid-19th century Darwinian Revolution as a scientific 
“paradigm shift,” and the impact of Foucault’s Discipline and Punish on the study of 
institutions and of Stalinism.  
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The final session will involve book reports on several the most famous examples of 20th 
century “microhistories”: The Return of Martin Guerre; The Cheese and the Worms; 
Montaillou and The Great Cat Massacre. 
 

2. Student Learning Outcomes 

By the conclusion of the course, students will: 
 

• Be familiar with four of the most important methodological debates in British 
historiography in the 20th century: the debate inspired by Herbert Butterfield's Whig 
Interpretation of History; the famous Carr-Elton-Berlin controversy of the 1960s; the 
arguments over Richard J. Evans' moderate critique of postmodernism, and the early 
1960s controversy surrounding A. J. P. Taylor's iconoclastic Origins of the Second 
World War. 

• Have examined the three most significant schools of social history of the 20th 
Century: the French Annales School; the Cliometric movement and (British) 
Marxism. 

• Looked at the work of two cultural historians: Jan Huizinga and his pathbreaking 
Autumn of the Middle Ages; and George L. Mosse’s re-reading of fascism as a form of 
cultural revolution. 

• Studied a major scholarly dispute in the field of diplomatic history – the so-called 
“Taylor Controversy” on the origins of the Second World War.  

• Understand something of the concept of collective memory through its application to 
the study of the Holocaust. 

• Have examined the application of feminism, poststructuralism, postcolonialism and 
other strands of postmodern thought in the study of the Near East (Orientalism); the 
problem of the so-called “Witch Craze” of the early modern period, and the rise of 
the so-called penal society and its relation to the later Soviet Gulag. 

• Gained some understanding of the Kuhnian concept of “paradigm shift” through 
examining the debates around the so-called “Darwinian Revolution.” 

• Read and discussed at least one of the more famous works of microhistory: The 
Cheese and the Worms; The Return of Martin Guerre; Montaillou or The Great Cat 
Massacre. 

3. Reading Material 

Required Materials  

• Bayoumi, Moustafa & Andrew Rubin, eds. The Edward Said Reader. New York: 
Vintage Books, 2000. 

• Butterfield, Herbert. The Whig Interpretation of History. New York: Norton, 1965 
[orig., Cambridge, 1931]. 

• Carr, Edward Hallet. What is History? With a New Introduction by Richard J. Evans. 
London: Macmillan, 2010. 

• Elton, Geoffrey R. The Practice of History. 2nd Ed., With an Afterword by Richard J. 
Evans. Oxford: Blackwell Publishing, 2002. 

• Evans, Richard J. In Defence of History. New Edition. London: Granta Books, 2000. 
• Gaddis, John Lewis. The Landscape of History: How Historians Map the Past. Oxford: 

Oxford University Press, 2008. 
• Green, Anna & Kathleen Troup, eds. The Houses of History: A Critical Reader in 

Twentieth-Century History and Theory. Manchester: Manchester University Press, 
1999. 
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• Hodge M.J.S. “Against “revolution” and “evolution.” Journal of the History of Biology. 
Vol. 38 (2005):101–124. 

• Huizinga, Johan. The Autumn of the Middle Ages. Rodney J. Payton & Ulrich 
Mammitizsch, trans. Chicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1996. 

• Iggers, George G. Historiography in the Twentieth Century: From Scientific 
Objectivity to the Postmodern Challenge. 2nd Ed. Middletown, Connecticut: Wesleyan 
University Press, 2005. 

• Jenkins, Keith, ed. The Postmodern History Reader. London: Routledge, 1997. 
• Jenkins, Keith. Re-Thinking History. London and New York: Routledge, 1991. 
• Judt, Tony. Reappraisals: Reflections on the Forgotten Twentieth-Century. London: 

Vintage Books, 2009. 
• Kaye, Harvey J. The British Marxist Historians. Cambridge: Polity Press, 1984. 
• Kedourie, Elie. The Chatham House Version and Other Middle Eastern Studies: With a 

New Introduction by David Pryce-Jones. Chicago: Ivan R. Dee, 2004. 
• Kelley, Donald R. Fortunes of History: Historical Enquiry from Herder to Huizinga. 

New Haven & London: Yale University Press, 2003. 
• Kotkin, Stephen. “Magic Mountain: Stalinism as a Civilisation.” In Hoffmann, David 

L., ed. Stalinism: The Essential Readings. Oxford: Blackwell, 2003, pp. 107-126. 
• Mehta, Ved. The Fly and the Fly Bottle: Encounters with British Intellectuals. 

Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1961. 
• Mosse, George L. The Fascist Revolution: Toward a General Theory of Fascism. New 

York: Howard Fertig, 1999. 
• Novick, Peter. The Holocaust and Collective Memory. London: Bloomsbury, 2000. 
• Oldridge, Darren, ed. The Witchcraft Reader. 2nd Ed. London & New York: 

Routledge, 2008. 
• Olick, Jeffrey K., Vered Vinitzky-Seroussi and Daniel Levy, eds. The Collective 

Memory Reader. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011 
• Rabinow, Paul, ed. The Foucault Reader. Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 1986. 
• Robertson, Esmonde M. The Origins of the Second World War. London: The 

Macmillan Press, 1971.  
• Ruse, Michael. “The Darwinian Revolution: Rethinking its Origin and Significance.” 

PNAS. Vol 106 (June 16th, 2009): 1040-47. 
• Ruse, Michael. The Darwinian Revolution: Science Red in Tooth and Claw. 

Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1979. 
• Thompson, Dorothy, ed. The Essential E. P. Thompson. New York: The New Press, 

2001.  
• Warrington, Marnie Hughes. Fifty Key Thinkers on History. 2nd Ed. London: 

Routledge, 2008. 
 

Recommended Materials 
 
• Burke, Kathleen. Troublemaker: The Life and History of A. J. P. Taylor. New Haven & 

London: Yale University Press, 2000.  
• Colley, Linda. Lewis Namier. London: George Weidenfeld and Nicholson, 1989. 
• Cox, Michael. E. H. Carr: A Critical Appraisal. London: Palgrave Macmilan, 2000. 
• Darnton, Robert. The Great Cat Massacre, and Other Episodes in French Cultural 

History. New York: Basic Books, 2000.  
• Davis, Natalie Zemon. The Return of Martin Guerre. Cambridge, Mass., & London: 

Harvard University Press, 1983.  
• Evans, Richard J. Eric Hobsbawm: A Life in History. Oxford & New York: Oxford 

University Press, 2019. 
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• Ferry, Luc & Alain Renault. French Philosophy in the 1960s: An Essay in 
Antihumanism, Mary H. S. Cattani, trans. Amherst: University of Massachusetts 
Press, 1990. 

• Ginzburg, Carlo. The Cheese and the Worms: The Cosmos of a Sixteenth-Century 
Miller. Tedeschi, John & Anne, trans. Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 
1992.  

• Haslam, Jonathan. The Vices of Integrity: E. H. Carr, 1892-1982. London: Verso, 
1999. 

• Hayton, D. W. Conservative Revolutionary: The Lives of Lewis Namier. Manchester: 
Manchester University Press, 2019. 

• Himmelfarb, Gertrude. The New History and the Old. Harvard: Harvard University 
Press, 1995. 

• Hobsbawm, Eric. On History. London: Abacus, 1997. 
• Ladurie, Emmanuel Le Roy. Montaillou, Barbara May, trans. Harmondsworth: 

Penguin Books, 1978. 
• Novick, Peter. That Noble Dream: The “Objectivity Question” and the American 

Historical Profession Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1988. 
• Otterspeer, Willem. Reading Huizinga. Beverley Jackson, trans. Amsterdam: 

Amsterdam University Press, 2010.  
• Palmer, Bryan D. E.P. Thompson: Objections and Oppositions. London: Verso, 1994. 
• Payne, Stanley G., David J. Sorkin & John S. Tortorice, eds. What History Tells: 

George L. Mosse and the Culture of Modern Europe. Madison, Wisc., University of 
Wisconsin Press, 2004. 

• Purkiss, Dianne. The Witch in History: Early Modern and Twentieth Century 
Representations. London & New York: Routledge, 1996) 

• Scruton, Roger. Fools, Frauds and Firebrands: Thinkers of the New Left. London: 
Bloomsbury, 2015. 

• Sisman, Adam. A. J. P. Taylor: A Biography. London: Sinclair-Stevenson, 1994. 
• Sisman, Adam. Hugh Trevor-Roper: The Biography. London: Weidenfeld & Nicholson, 

2010.  
• Stone, Dan. Histories of the Holocaust. Oxford and New York: Oxford University 

Press, 2010. 
• Taylor, A. J. P. The Origins of the Second World War. Harmondsworth: Penguin 

Books, 1962. 
• Windschuttle, Keith. The Killing of History: How a Discipline is being murdered by 

Literary Critics and Social Theorists Sydney: Macleay Press, 1994. 

4. Teaching methodology 

This is a student-led course. Although the instructor will guide discussions, set readings 
and give advice and criticism, this is a seminar-based unit and will not include 
lectures by the instructor. In other words, students will be expected to give 
presentations, and those not giving presentations on a particular week will be expected to 
have read at least the minimal essential readings and to participate in lengthy discussions 
and or online NEO Forums about history, historians and their theories.  
 
Forty percent (40%) of your overall grade will be based on two essay assignments – a mid-
term and a final examination at the end of the course. Both the mid-term and the final will 
consist of two essays, each drawn from a problem discussed in a seminar unit. These 
essays will each be from 1200-1500 words long. Each essay is worth 10% of your overall 
grade, amounting to 20% for the mid-term and 20% for the final for a total of 40%. All 
take home exam essays must include footnotes in Chicago format. Any essays 
submitted without footnotes and a bibliography, with inadequate or inaccurate 
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footnotes and/or with incorrectly formatted footnotes and/or bibliography will 
receive an automatic failing – F – grade. 
 
There will be two in-class, groupwork Powerpoint (or similar presentation software) seminar 
presentations: one before the mid-term break, and other delivered after. This will be a 
group-based grade: each presentation is worth 20% of the overall grade, for a total overall 
percentage of 40%. 
 
Finally, there will be a 20% participation grade calculated according to the quality and 
extent of your in-class discussions of historiography and your contributions to NEO Forums. 
This semester, owing to the ongoing COVID-19 crisis, much of this discussion will 
be conducted outside class hours and online via NEO Forums. Regular and full 
participation in NEO Forums will comprise the major part of your overall Class 
Participation grade.  

5. Course Schedule 
 

Date Class Agenda 
Session 1 
 
February 
8th    

Topic: Introduction; Course Requirements; Introductory Film – Akira 
Kurosawa’s Rashomon (1950). 
Description: Introductory session where the lecturer will set out the course 
structure and requirements in detail. Students will be placed into one of five 
presentation groups, and presentations for the first half of the course will be 
decided upon. 
Students will then watch the classic film Rashomon (1950) by Akira 
Kurosawa – a profound exploration of the nature of contested memory. 
Reading: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rashomon_effect  
Assignments/deadlines: Follow-up NEO Forum discussion due by Sunday, 
23.59/11/59 pm CET, February 14th. 

Session 2 
 
February 
15th  

Topic: Seminar 1 – The Whig Idea of History: Herbert Butterfield, Lewis 
Namier and Liberal England’s National Myth. 
Description: In 1931, a young Dissenting Cantabrian Herbert Butterfield 
issued an enduring challenge to the presiding English national myth – the 
liberal “Whig interpretation of history.” Whiggish tendencies in history were 
challenged by another outsider, Lewis Namier – a Polish Jew who had made 
England his home in the early part of the century. Together, these two 
iconoclasts mounted an enduring challenge to the entire notion of teleology 
in history – and of reading present concerns into the very different world of 
the past.  
Reading: Butterfield, Herbert. The Whig Interpretation of History. New 
York: Norton, 1965 [orig., Cambridge, 1931]. 
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 1 – Group A. 

Session 3 
 
February 
22nd  

Topic: Seminar 2 - Determinism, Morality and Progress: E. H. Carr’s What 
is History and its Critics. 
Description: Reading Edward Hallet Carr’s What is History? against the 
critique of Geoffrey Elton’s The Practice of History was the way in which a 
generation of university students in the British Commonwealth was 
introduced to historical method. More than half a century on, the debate 
retains its vitality. The seminar will also examine the Carr-Elton debate in 
light of modern historiographical concerns, both from the orthodox 
Cambridge historian of modern Germany Richard J. Evans, and the radical 
postmodern critique of Keith Jenkins.  
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Reading: Carr, Edward Hallet. What is History? With a New Introduction by 
Richard J. Evans. London: Macmillan, 2010: 50-102. 
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 2 – Group B. 

Session 4 
 
March 1st    

Topic: Seminar 3 - Postmodernism and its Discontents: Richard Evans vs. 
Keith Jenkins and Friends. 
Description: Richard J. Evan’s In Defence of History is one of the most 
important and intellectually cogent defences of the traditional study of 
history, albeit one deeply appreciative of the insights that feminism, 
sociology, postcolonial studies and other late 20th century developments 
have brought to this ancient discipline. We examine the question of 
postmodernism and history through the prism of the debate between Evans 
and the radical English postmodernist Keith Jenkins. The writings of such 
postmodernists and anti-postmodernists as Gertrude Himmelfarb, Lawrence 
Stone, Patrick Joyce, Frank Ankersmit, Terry Eagleton, Luc Ferry & Alain 
Renault and John Lewis Gaddis are also examined. 
Reading: Evans, Richard J. In Defence of History. New Edition. London: 
Granta Books, 2000: 224-316. 
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 3 – Group C. 

Session 5 
 
March 8th  

Topic: Seminar 4 – La Longue Durée: The Annales School and the 
Cliometricians. 
Description: Can the cycles of the economy, the comings and goings of 
sailors and shepherds – and indeed the very geography and geology of the 
entire Mediterranean itself - be the valid subject of history? Is history more 
“scientific” when it becomes a branch of sociology, quantitative mathematics 
or economics? The history of La Longue Durée – in which the great deeds of 
kings, generals and politicians are reimagined as mere ripples on the great 
ocean of long-term social, demographic and economic cycles, is examined 
via the work of the French Annales school. Historians examined include Marc 
Bloc, Fernand Braudel and Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie. In addition, there will 
be a secondary focus of the so-called Cliometric school and scholars such as 
Peter Lasslett and Richard Wall. 
Reading: Green, Anna & Kathleen Troup, eds. The Houses of History: A 
Critical Reader in Twentieth-Century History and Theory. Manchester: 
Manchester University Press, 1999: 87-109; 141-71. 
Assignments/deadlines: Presentation 4 – Group D. 

Session 6 
 
March 15th  

Topic: Seminar 5 – Class Struggle or Economic Determinism?: E. P. 
Thompson, Eric Hobsbawm and the British Marxist Historians. 
Description: Ironically, a country in which the Communist Party was never 
more than a tiny presence in politics (in contrast to Continental Europe) 
produced one of the most vigorous and influential schools of Marxist 
historians. The seminar looks at the so-called British Marxist Historians, with 
a focus on the writings of Edward Palmer Thompson and Eric Hobsbawm.  
Reading: Kaye, Harvey J. The British Marxist Historians. Cambridge: Polity 
Press, 1984: 131-66 
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 5 – Group E. 

Session 7 
 
March 22nd     

Topic: Seminar 6 – Does History Really Need a Methodology?: A. J. P. 
Taylor and his Origins of the Second World War. 
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Description: In 1962, the gadfly historian A. J. P. Taylor threw a bomb 
amongst the historical profession and the educated public by challenging the 
almost universally-accepted belief that Hitler had deliberately started World 
War II, and that German foreign policy leading up to the war had been 
driven by Nazi ideology. The ensuing intellectual storm was one of the 
greatest controversies in English public intellectual life in the 20th century, 
and still makes for engaging reading. The controversy is still an essential 
starting point for considering the origins of the Second World War.  
Reading: Robertson, Esmonde S. The Origins of the Second World War. 
London: The Macmillan Press, 1971: 83-104; 136-141. 
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 6 – Group A. 

Session 8 
 
March 29th    

Topic: Seminar 7 - The Holocaust and Collective Memory.  
Description: The concept of historical collective memory – a notion first 
explored by a group of scholars, including Marc Bloch and Maurice 
Halbwachs, centred at the University of Strasbourg in the 1920s – has 
become one of the new growth industries in the study of history in the 21st 

century. We shall explore this concept with reference to the debates around 
the collective memory of the Jewish Holocaust, especially in relationship to 
modern American historical memory. 
Students will watch the documentary film The Battle for the Holocaust 
(Channel 4, 2001), following up their viewing with posts in NEO Forum. 
Reading: Novick, Peter. The Holocaust and Collective Memory. London: 
Bloomsbury, 1989: 1-15, 170-203. 
Assignments/deadlines: Discussion Seminar. Follow-up NEO Forum 
discussion post due by 23.59/11.59 pm CET, Sunday April 4th.  

April 5th   Mid-Term Break = No Class. 
 
Assignments/deadlines: Mid-Term Essays due, which must be 
uploaded to NEO LMS Turnitin assignment “Mid-Term Essays” by 
23.59/11.59 pm CET, April 11th. 

Session 9 
 
April 12th    

Topic: Seminar 8 – Cultural History: Jan Huizinga and George L. Mosse on 
the 15th Century and on Fascism as Cultural Revolution. 
Description: The concept of “cultural history” had few genuine precursors 
until the Dutch historian Jan Huizinga wrote his classic study The Autumn of 
the Middle Ages in the 1920s. This seminar will examine Huizinga and 
another great cultural historian, the Jewish emigre American George L. 
Mosse, and his interpretation of fascism as a deformed “cultural revolution.” 
Readings: Huizinga, Johan. The Autumn of the Middle Ages, Rodney J. 
Payton and Ulrich Mammitzsch, trans. Chicago: The University of Chicago 
Press, 1996: 220-248; George L. Mosse, “Fascism and the French 
Revolution.” In Mosse, George L. The Fascist Revolution: Toward a General 
Theory of Fascism. New York: Howard Fertig, 1999): 69- 95.  
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 7 – Group B. 

Session 
10 
 
April 19th    

Topic: Seminar 9 – Enough Said?: Orientalism, Post-Colonialism and their 
Discontents. 
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Description: The publication in 1978 of Edward Said’s Orientalism was a 
transformative moment in modern intellectual history. Said’s challenge to 
the fundamental tenets of the discipline of Orientalism has been an enduring 
one. But how credible is his central thesis? We examine Orientalism in light 
of Said’s critics, such as “Ibn Warraq”; Daniel Martin Varisco and Efraim 
Karsh. A secondary focus of the seminar is the work of the iconoclastic 
Middle Eastern scholar and historian of nationalism Elie Kedourie, who 
criticised many of the fundamental beliefs of Western Orientalism from a 
conservative and pro-Imperial perspective very different from Said’s.  
Reading: Said, Edward. “Introduction,” & “The Scope of Orientalism.” In 
Bayoumi, Moustafa & Andrew Rubin, eds. The Edward Said Reader. New 
York: Vintage Books, 2000: 63-114. 
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 8 - Group C. 

Session 
11 
 
April 26th   

Topic: Seminar 10 – Witches, Anthropologists and Feminists: The Problem 
of the Early Modern Witch Craze in Historiography. 
Description: Both the rise of the feminist movement and the establishment 
of anthropology as a distinct discipline have impacted – controversially – on 
the study of history. This seminar examines both feminist and 
anthropological approaches to the study of history through the prism of the 
controversies surrounding the rise and fall of the so-called “European Witch 
Craze” of the early modern era.  
Reading: “Introduction” + Readings 2 (Norman Cohen); 5 (Robin Briggs); 
13 (Stuart Clarke); 17 (Christine Larner); 19 (Brian P. Levack); 25 
(Christine Larner); 26 (Jane P. Davidson); 27 (Elizabeth Reiss); 28 (Clive 
Holmes); 29 (E.J. Kent), 33 (Brian P. Levack) & 35 (Owen Davies), in 
Oldridge, Darren, ed. The Witchcraft Reader. 2nd Ed. London & New York: 
Routledge, 2008: 43-48; 53-63; 120-130; 171-179; 185-197; 253-99, 341-
48 & 353-66. 
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 9 – Group D.  

Session 
12 
 
May 3rd    

Topic: Seminar 11 – Poststructuralism and the Gulag: The Uses of Michel 
Foucault's Discipline and Punish. 
Description: Michel Foucault’s Discipline and Punish has had a 
transformative effect on historians’ understanding of the relationship 
between knowledge, power and the state. The seminar will examine both 
Foucault’s Discipline and Punish and the innovative and interesting use 
Foucault’s theory in the American Sovietologist Stephen Kotkin’s book 
Magnetic Mountain.  
Reading: Foucault, Michel. “Selections from Discipline and Punish.” In 
Rabinow, Paul, ed. The Foucault Reader. Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 
1986: 159-238; Kotkin, Stephen. “Magic Mountain: Stalinism as a 
Civilisation.” In Hoffmann, David L., ed. Stalinism: The Essential Readings. 
Oxford: Blackwell, 2003: 107-126.  
Assignments/deadlines: Seminar Presentation 10 – Group E. 

Session 
13 
 
May 10th    

Topic: Seminar 12 - The Darwinian Revolution as a Paradigm Shift. 
Description: The publication of Thomas Kuhn’s The Structure of Scientific 
Revolutions in 1962 represented a revolution in the study of the history of 
science. Traditional “Whiggish” accounts of the history of science as a story 
of discovery and progress have become anathema – at least within the 
confines of university Humanities departments. However, to what extent 
Kuhn’s own epistemology could be characterised as “social constructivist” 
remains a hotly disputed question. 
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This seminar examines Kuhn’s influential concept of “paradigm shift” in 
relation to the mid-19th century “Darwinian Revolution” in zoology, biology 
and anthropology.  
Reading: Ruse, Michael. “The Darwinian Revolution: Rethinking its Origin 
and Significance.” PNAS. Vol 106 (June 16th, 2009): 1040-47; Hodge M.J.S. 
“Against “revolution” and “evolution.” Journal of the History of Biology. Vol. 
38 (2005):101–124. 
Assignments/deadlines: Discussion Seminar. Follow-up NEO Forum 
discussion post due by 23.59/11.59 pm CET, Sunday May 16th. 

Session 
14 
 
May 17th   

Topic: Reading Microhistories: Book Report Session on Microhistories. Final 
Exam Submissions. 
Description: At the beginning of the course in February, students were 
taken to the library and asked to choose one of a selection of four different 
“Microhistories.” Today, in a very relaxed “coffee and cake” session, we will 
discuss these microhistories and talk about major themes in the course in 
general. 
Reading: Davis, Natalie Zemon. The Return of Martin Guerre. Cambridge, 
Mass., & London: Harvard University Press, 1983; Darnton, Robert. The 
Great Cat Massacre, and Other Episodes in French Cultural History. New 
York: Basic Books, 2000; Ginzburg, Carlo. The Cheese and the Worms: The 
Cosmos of a Sixteenth-Century Miller. Tedeschi, John & Anne, trans. 
Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1992 & Ladurie, Emmanuel 
Le Roy. Montaillou, Barbara May, trans. Harmondsworth: Penguin Books, 
1978. 
 
Assignments/deadlines: Final Essays due. The two papers must be 
uploaded to NEO LMS Turnitin assignment “Final Essays” by May 
17th 23.59/11.59pm CET.  

6. Course Requirements and Assessment (with estimated workloads) 

 
Assignment Workload 

(average) 
Weight in 
Final Grade 

Evaluated Course Specific 
Learning Outcomes 

Evaluated 
Institution
al 
Learning 
Outcomes
* 

Attendance 
and Class 
Participation 

42 20% 
 
(Marks will 
be deducted 
for poor 
attendance 
and lack of 
participation)  

For a strong attendance 
grade, students will be 
required to do the following: 

• Attend weekly in-
school classes - or 
the Microsoft 
Teams conference 
classes -and listen 
to the students’ – or 
lecturer’s – seminar 
PowerPoint 
presentation. 

3 



10/18 

• Provide summaries 
and evaluations of 
weekly readings. 

• Ask follow-up 
questions and make 
observations on the 
student PowerPoint 
presentation for that 
week and engage in 
any in-class and/or 
online NEO Forum 
debates. 
 

• Provide brief 
written questions 
and/or 
observations of the 
presenting group 
for the week’s 
seminar 
presentation.  This 
will be done on 
NEO Forum.  

 
Seminar 
Presentation 1 
Presentation 
Seminars 1-4. 

A 45-60- 
minute 
presentation 
using 
PowerPoint 
or similar 
presentation 
software.  
Speaking 
time of c. 6-
8 minutes 
per 
presenter. 
 
Preparation 
Time = c. 
24 hours 
 
 
 

20% 
 

• The ability to express 
reasoned opinions 
about controversial 
questions relating to 
a major 
historiographical 
school, 
methodological 
dispute of other point 
of historiographical 
controversy in the 
20th century. 

• To argue with those 
of opposing points of 
view based upon 
logic and evidence. 

• Critical reading and 
comprehension skills. 

• Presentation skills- 
the ability to 
condense a wide 
variety of reading 
into a cogent 
presentation of a 
significant historical 
problem for the 
benefit of class of 
peers. 

 

1, 2, 3. 
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Seminar 
Presentation 2 
– Presentation 
Seminars 5-8. 

As above. 
 
Preparation 
Time = c. 
24 hours 
 

20% 
 

• The ability to express 
reasoned opinions 
about controversial 
questions relating to 
a major 
historiographical 
school, 
methodological 
dispute of other point 
of historiographical 
controversy in the 
20th century. 

• To argue with those 
of opposing points of 
view based upon 
logic and evidence. 

• Critical reading and 
comprehension skills. 

• Presentation skills- 
the ability to 
condense a wide 
variety of reading 
into a cogent 
presentation of a 
significant historical 
problem for the 
benefit of class of 
peers. 

 

1, 2, 3. 

Mid-term Take 
Home Exam 

Two essays 
of 1200-
1500 words 
= c. 8-10 
pages. 
 
Study and 
Writing 
Time = 30 
hours 
 

20% • The student's 
knowledge of the 
major themes, 
theories and schools 
of thought regarding 
controversial 
questions relating to 
a major 
historiographical 
school, 
methodological 
dispute of other point 
of historiographical 
controversy in the 
20th century. 

• The student's ability 
to discriminate 
between competing 
schools of historical 
interpretation, and to 
argue a reasoned 
defence or critique of 
one or the other 
schools of historical 
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interpretation, using 
logic and evidence.  

 
Final Take 
Home Exam 

Two essays 
of c. 1200-
1500 words 
= c. 8-10 
pages. 
 
Study and 
Writing 
Time = 30 
hours 

20% 
 

• The student's 
knowledge of the 
major themes, 
theories and schools 
of thought regarding 
controversial 
questions relating to 
a major 
historiographical 
school, 
methodological 
dispute of other point 
of historiographical 
controversy in the 
20th century. 

• The student's ability 
to discriminate 
between competing 
schools of historical 
interpretation, and to 
argue a reasoned 
defence or critique of 
one or the other 
schools of historical 
interpretation, using 
logic and evidence.  

 

1, 2. 

TOTAL 150 100%   
*1 = Critical Thinking; 2 = Effective Communication; 3 = Effective and Responsible Action 

7. Detailed description of the assignments 

Class Participation Grade 

Before each student seminar presentation in the first session of each in school class, 
students will be expected to discuss their assigned weekly readings in small groups with 
other students (who will have been assigned different readings). Students will then be 
quizzed by the lecturer about their individual readings. This semester, owing to the COVID-
19 crisis, this section will be conducted on NEO Forums. 

A significant portion of your participation grade will be based upon your work in this section 
of the class. How well you have understood your readings and the quality of your 
participation in class discussions, especially when asked to provide a summary and 
evaluation of your weekly reading. Given the current COVID-19 crisis, it is very likely that at 
least part and possibly all of the class will be held online. In this event, students will be 
expected to put these follow up questions in written form on NEO Forum, where they will be 
responded to in writing. This is why the participation grade - 20% - is so high for this class.  

A second part of your participation grade will be based upon follow-up questions and 
participation in discussions that will follow each student presentation. 
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Finally, you are expected to attend class regularly. Poor attendance will result in a reduction 
of your grade and possible failure for the entire class. 

The balance of your Class Participation grade will be 30% participation during class and/or 
Microsoft Teams online classes and 70% participation in NEO Forums. 

Assessment breakdown: 

Assessed area Percentage 

Participation during class and/or Microsoft Teams online class, 
especially giving reading summaries when required  

30% 

Participation in NEO Forums 70% 

 

Class Presentations 

Students will prepare in small groups a presentation on two topics relating to questions and 
controversies in 20th century historiography. One of these presentations will be given in the 
first half of the course (before the midterm break from April 5th to April 11th, 2021), and one 
in the latter half of the course, after classes resume on April 12th.  
Presentations will be around 45-60 minutes long, depending upon the number of students 
presenting.  
PowerPoint, Prezi or similar presentation software will be used; students will be graded on: 
 

1. The overall quality of the oral presentation.  
2. The quality of the presentation slides. 
3. The quality of their leading of the post-presentation seminar discussion. 

 
Students will be assessed on the following: 
 

1. The ability to express reasoned opinions about the most significant schools of 
historical thought, problematics and historical controversies of the 20th century. 

2. To argue with those of opposing points of view based upon logic and evidence. 
3. Critical reading and comprehension skills. 
4. Presentation skills- the ability to condense a wide variety of reading into a cogent 

presentation of a significant historical problem for the benefit of class of peers. 

Assessment breakdown: 

Assessed area Percentage 
Critical Thinking 25% 
Use of Evidence to Support Ideas 25% 
Answering Presentation Questions 25% 
Presentation Skills 25% 

Mid-Term Essays 

Students will complete and submit two essays. The essay prompts for the mid-terms will be 
taken from questions discussed in Sessions 2 through to 7: The Whig Interpretation of 
history and its critics; the Carr-Elton debate; Richard J. Evans and the critique of 
postmodernism; the Annales School and Cliometrics; the British Marxist historians and the 
controversy around A. J. P. Taylor’s Origins of the Second World War.  
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All mid-term essays must include footnotes in Chicago format. Any essays 
submitted without footnotes and a bibliography, with inadequate or inaccurate 
footnotes and/or with incorrectly formatted footnotes and/or bibliography will 
receive an automatic failing – F – grade. 
 
Mid-Term essays must be uploaded to NEO LMS Turnitin assignment “Mid-Term 
Essays” by April 12th, 23.59/11.59 pm CET. 
 
The essays will evaluate the following: 
 

1. The student's knowledge of some of the major themes, theories, schools of 
thought and controversies surrounding the study of history in the 20th century. 

2. The student's ability to discriminate between competing schools of historical 
interpretation, and to argue a reasoned defence or critique of one or the other 
schools of historical interpretation, using logic and evidence. 

Assessment breakdown: 

Assessed area Percentage 
Critical Thinking 20% 
Use of Evidence to Support Ideas 30% 
Answering the Question 30% 
Grammar and Spelling 10% 
Footnoting and Bibliography 10% 

 

Final Essays 

Students will complete and submit two essays. The essay prompts for the mid-terms will be 
taken from questions discussed in Sessions 8 through to 13: History and collective memory 
studies; cultural history (Huizinga and Mosse); Edward Said, postcolonialism and 
Orientalism; feminist and anthropological approaches to history writing through the study of 
the early modern witchcraft craze; Foucault’s Discipline and Punish and its application to 
Soviet history and the history of science - Thomas Kuhn’s idea of paradigm shift explored 
through the mid-Victorian Darwinian Revolution.  
 
All final essays must include footnotes in Chicago format. Any essays submitted 
without footnotes and a bibliography, with inadequate or inaccurate footnotes 
and/or with incorrectly formatted footnotes and/or bibliography will receive an 
automatic failing – F – grade. 
 
Final essays must be uploaded to NEO LMS Turnitin assignment “Final Essays” by 
May 17th, 23.59/11.59 pm CET. 
 
The final essays will evaluate the following: 
 

1. The student's knowledge of some of the major themes, theories, schools of 
thought and controversies surrounding the study of history in the 20th century. 

2. The student's ability to discriminate between competing schools of historical 
interpretation, and to argue a reasoned defence or critique of one or the other 
schools of historical interpretation, using logic and evidence. 
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Assessment breakdown: 

Assessed area Percentage 
Critical Thinking 20% 
Use of Evidence to Support Ideas 30% 
Answering the Question 30% 
Grammar and Spelling 10% 
Footnoting and Bibliography 10% 

 
 

8. General Requirements and School Policies 

General requirements 

All coursework is governed by AAU’s academic rules. Students are expected to be familiar 
with the academic rules in the Academic Codex and Student Handbook and to maintain the 
highest standards of honesty and academic integrity in their work.  

Electronic communication and submission 

The university and instructors shall only use students’ university email address for 
communication, with additional communication via NEO LMS or Microsoft Teams. 

Students sending e-mail to an instructor shall clearly state the course code and the topic in 
the subject heading, for example, “COM101-1 Mid-term Exam. Question”. 

All electronic submissions are through NEO LMS. No substantial pieces of writing (especially 
take-home exams and essays) can be submitted outside of NEO LMS. 

Attendance  

Attendance, i.e., presence in class in real-time, is expected and encouraged. However, the 
requirement that students miss not more than 35% of real-time classes is temporarily 
suspended due to the COVID-19 pandemic. 

Absence excuse and make-up options 

Should a student be absent from classes for relevant reasons (illness, serious family 
matters), s/he can submit to the Dean of Students an Absence Excuse Request Form 
supplemented with documents providing reasons for the absence. These must be submitted 
within one week of the absence. If possible, it is recommended the instructor be informed of 
the absence in advance. Should a student be absent during the add/drop period due to a 
change in registration this will be an excused absence if s/he submits an Absence Excuse 
Request Form along with the finalized add/drop form. 

Students whose absence has been excused by the Dean of Students are entitled to make up 
assignments and exams provided their nature allows. Assignments missed due to 
unexcused absences which cannot be made up, may result in a decreased or failing grade 
as specified in the syllabus.  

 Students are responsible for contacting their instructor within one week of the date the 
absence was excused to arrange for make-up options. 
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Late work: No late submissions will be accepted – please follow the deadlines. 

Electronic devices 

Electronic devices (e.g. phones, tablets, laptops) may be used only for class-related 
activities (taking notes, looking up related information, etc.). Any other use will result in the 
student being marked absent and/or being expelled from the class. No electronic devices 
may be used during tests or exams unless required by the exam format and the instructor. 

Eating is not allowed during classes. 

Cheating and disruptive behaviour 

If a student engages in disruptive conduct unsuitable for a classroom environment, the 
instructor may require the student to withdraw from the room for the duration of the class 
and shall report the behaviour to the Dean. 

Students engaging in behaviour which is suggestive of cheating will, at a minimum, be 
warned. In the case of continued misconduct, the exam or assignment will be failed and the 
student will be expelled from the exam or class.  

Plagiarism and Academic Tutoring Centre 

Plagiarism is “the unauthorized use or close imitation of the language and thoughts of 
another author and the representation of them as one’s own original work.” (Random House 
Unabridged Dictionary, 2nd Edition, Random House, New York, 1993) 

Turnitin’s White Paper ‘The Plagiarism Spectrum’ (available at 
http://go.turnitin.com/paper/plagiarism-spectrum) identifies 10 types of plagiarism ordered 
from most to least severe: 

1. CLONE: An act of submitting another’s work, word-for-word, as one’s own.  

2. CTRL-C: A written piece that contains significant portions of text from a single source 
without alterations.  

3. FIND–REPLACE: The act of changing key words and phrases but retaining the 
essential content of the source in a paper.  

4. REMIX: An act of paraphrasing from other sources and making the content fit 
together seamlessly. 

5. RECYCLE: The act of borrowing generously from one’s own previous work without 
citation; To self-plagiarize.  

6. HYBRID: The act of combining perfectly cited sources with copied passages—without 
citation—in one paper.  

7. MASHUP: A paper that represents a mix of copied material from several different 
sources without proper citation.  

8. 404 ERROR: A written piece that includes citations to non-existent or inaccurate 
information about sources  

9. AGGREGATOR: The “Aggregator” includes proper citation, but the paper contains 
almost no original work.  
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10. RE-TWEET: This paper includes proper citation but relies too closely on the text’s 
original wording and/or structure. 

At minimum, plagiarism from types 1 through 8 will result in a failing grade for the 
assignment and shall be reported to the Dean. The Dean may initiate a disciplinary 
procedure pursuant to the Academic Codex. Allegations of bought papers and intentional or 
consistent plagiarism always entail disciplinary hearing and may result in expulsion from 
AAU. 

If unsure about technical aspects of writing, students are encouraged to consult with the 
tutors of the AAU Academic Tutoring Centre. For more information and/or to book a tutor, 
please contact the ATC at: http://atc.simplybook.me/sheduler/manage/event/1/. 

Course accessibility and inclusion 

Students with disabilities are asked to contact the Dean of Students as soon as possible to 
discuss reasonable accommodations. Academic accommodations are not retroactive. 

Students who will be absent from course activities due to religious holidays may seek 
reasonable accommodations by contacting the Dean of Students in writing within the first 
two weeks of the term. All requests must include specific dates for which the student 
requests accommodations. 

9. Grading Scale 

Letter 
Grade Percentage* Description 

A 95–100 Excellent performance. The student has shown originality and 
displayed an exceptional grasp of the material and a deep 
analytical understanding of the subject. A– 90–94 

B+ 87–89 Good performance. The student has mastered the material, 
understands the subject well and has shown some originality of 
thought and/or considerable effort. B 83–86 

B– 80–82 

C+ 77–79 Fair performance. The student has acquired an acceptable 
understanding of the material and essential subject matter of the 
course but has not succeeded in translating this understanding 
into consistently creative or original work. 

C 73–76 

C– 70–72 

D+ 65–69 Poor. The student has shown some understanding of the material 
and subject matter covered during the course. The student’s 
work, however, has not shown enough effort or understanding to 
allow for a passing grade in School Required Courses. It does 
qualify as a passing mark for the General College Courses and 
Electives. 

D 60–64 

F 0–59 Fail. The student has not succeeded in mastering the subject 
matter covered in the course. 

* Decimals should be rounded to the nearest whole number. 
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