

PRIMARY SOURCE WRITING EXERCISE

Please follow the structure below to analyze a primary source. It will not be graded formally, I will only record that you have completed the work. This is an exercise to make your reading most effective and efficient and to prepare for more class discussion and the formal essay assignment.

1. Active reading: read all sources completely, underlining and notetaking in the margins as necessary. 
2. Provenance:
	a. the title
	b. the author
	c. the date
	d. the genre or type of source (letter, newspaper article, legal document, etc.)
	e. a short (1-2 sentences MAX) summary of the topic
	f. a short (1-2 sentences MAX of the main argument/purpose of the source
3. Close reading and reading the silences: choose a significant quotation (one meaningful sentence or one short passage) and analyze it carefully, word by word. We call this “close-reading,” because we pay close attention to every choice the author has made in vocabulary, verb tenses, metaphors, connotations, kinds of evidence, and so on. Each choice the author made tells us, the readers, important information about the author’s goals in writing this text. Read critically--does the quote reveal anything other than what the author intended? Note down your responses (try for about a half-page length) so as to be able to share with your classmates and/or refine and expand for use in a future writing assignment. Make sure to explain both what the quote means and why it is significant.
4.  Make a historical argument: write one paragraph about the best interpretation of this source in context. What is this source helping us learn about the history we are studying?

Please be sure to read each primary source BEFORE the class dates for which they are assigned so you will be ready to discuss them.

[bookmark: _GoBack]

Sample

Title: “Declaration of the Rights of Women”
Author: Olympe de Gouges
Date: 1791
Type of Source: political pamphlet
Summary: De Gouges used the Declaration of the Rights of Man as a template which she rewrote from the point of view of women’s rights. 
Purpose: She argued that the French Revolution was not fulfilling its own promises unless it also gave equal citizenship rights to women.

Close reading:
“Women have the right to mount the scaffold, they must also have the right to mount the speaker’s rostrum” (p. 2)
Mounting the scaffold means being executed by hanging or guillotine. Instead of saying women have to do it, or are punished by it, she says it is their “right.” She is making it sound like a privilege to be killed for breaking the law. She is showing that she supports the French revolution and the new government by saying it is a privilege and a right to be part of French society and follow its laws. But then she says they must also have the right to speak in front of the National Assembly, at the rostrum; that means women should have the right to debate and vote in the legislature, so that they can make the laws. De Gouges is arguing that since women already have the obligation to obey the laws, they should also get to participate in making those laws. It is only fair that if you treat women like they are already citizens when you talk about obligations, you should also continue to treat them like citizens when you talk about rights and privileges. It is not fair that women can be killed for breaking laws they didn’t even have any say in making or voting for. If women are equal to men in one kind of rights, and are willing to die for their country, then they should be equal to men in all kinds of rights, and be allowed to help build the new nation the Revolution is making. It is also ironic that she wrote this about women’s willingness to die for the Revolution, because in the end she was executed during the Reign of Terror for being too outspoken and criticizing the Committee of Public Safety for not living up to their own ideals of liberty and equality.

Historical Argument:
This source is a satire and a critique of the Declaration of the Rights of Man, showing that even though it promised liberty and equality for all French citizens, the National Assembly never thought of women as citizens and never intended to give them the same rights. Even though the Revolution seemed to promise freedom for everybody, by 1791 it was already becoming clear that many groups-- women, people of African descent, workers, and the poor—would not get the benefits of the revolution. The French Revolution did change the government and society of France in favor of individual liberties and more private property rights, but it definitely did not make all French people equal.
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