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Guidelines for Writing the Book Analysis

As part of the fall semester requirements for the IB HL History class, every student must produce a written book analysis consisting of 1600-2000 words that contains the following six sections.  The paper should be double-spaced in twelve-point font with one inch margins.  EACH SECTION MUST BE CLEARLY MARKED WITH THE HEADINGS INDICATED BELOW (EXCEPT SECTION F).  The relative weight of each section is indicated in brackets.  The general content of each section is indicated.  There is some flexibility in the order of presentation within the sections.  There is also some flexibility in relation to the content, as different books pose different challenges in writing the summary.  

Twenty-five total points are available.  Each point earned will be multiplied by four, in order to ascertain a percentage score.  The book analysis will be due on Monday, September 12, 2011.
A
Summary of the author’s plan of investigation

[3 points]

B
Summary of author’s findings



[6 points]

C
Evaluation of main sources chosen by the author

[5 points]

D
Analysis






[6 points]

E
Conclusion





[2 points]

F
Writing Assessment




[3 points]

Instead of a title at the top center of the first page, each paper should begin with student information presented in the upper left corner (as illustrated above) and a full bibliographic reference that that corresponds to accepted guidelines as stated in the Chicago Manual of Style (as illustrated below).  I have a copy of the Manual in the classroom, and the library also has a copy on its reference shelves.  Please do not hesitate to consult me if you have any questions on bibliographic citations.  It is vital to note, for example, which edition of a book you are reading.  The reference should look something like this:

LaFeber, Walter.  America, Russia, and the Cold War, 1945-2002.  Updated 9th Edition.  New York:  McGraw-Hill, 2003.

A
Summary of the author’s plan of investigation

· Approximately 150-200 words in length

· a clear and concise statement of the main question(s) the author intended to answer

· a clear and concise statement of the scope of the investigation that clearly indicates the time frame, major figures, and key issues addressed.

· the author’s main thesis and a brief statement of the contribution this volume makes to established research in the field
· the principal sources the author used to examine the question

· the organizational structure of the book (thematic, chronological, etc.)

B
Summary of author’s findings

· approximately 400-600 words in length

· a clear and full explanation of the thesis

· a summary of the main arguments the author uses to support the thesis
· Be aware that a 2-3 sentence summary of each chapter is not acceptable.  The candidate must write in complete paragraphs and the summary must retain focus on the main arguments in the book.
· This section reveals the ability of the candidate to summarize extensive material fully, clearly, and concisely within the framework of a specified word limit.  This type of task is commonly assigned in universities.
C
Evaluation of main sources chosen by the author

· Approximately 300-400 words in length 

· Identify a selection of two of the main sources the author used 

· Identify the KEY QUESTION that the source was used to answer.  Link specific sources to specific questions.  A source only has value with reference to the question it is being used to answer.  
· Provide a critical analysis of the sources used in the author’s investigation using the following criteria (please consult the IB website for further details:  www.online.ibo.org ).   In IB parlance, this is know as OPVL.
· Origin:  
· the who (author and intended audience)
· what (nature of document) e.g.

· memoir

· journal

· photograph

· statistical table

· when was the document produced

· where was the document produced (if pertinent)

· Purpose:  why was the document or artifact produced

· Value in relation to the question being asked

· Limitations of the source in relation to the question being asked and in comparison with other potential sources.  The basic question:  To what extent does this document or artifact answer the primary research question of the author?
· In some cases this will require the candidate to make a value judgment, since authors commonly use a great variety of sources to sustain their arguments.  In most cases, historians select primary sources to develop their arguments.  Here, the candidate would be encouraged to examine a source or type of source that may be of interest in her or his own later research.  We will get a chance to discuss your author’s use of sources as we begin our individual consultations when school begins.
· The key questions to be asking while reading the book are the following:

· Which sources did your author rely on most heavily?

· Why did your author choose these as opposed to other potential sources for this question?

· How did the choice of sources shape the conclusions that were drawn?

D
Analysis

· 400-600 words 

· This section examines the importance of the investigation in its historical context

· In essence, this section analyzes the conclusions the author has drawn from her/his investigation.  The candidate should rather focus on the clear development of a few key points rather than a superficial survey of many points.
· MOST IMPORTANT:  the contributions of the author’s research to existing knowledge on the subject or related subjects.
· if appropriate, compare with alternative interpretations (the historiography)

· consistency between evidence and conclusions derived from that evidence

· Select a few of the most important findings and examine them in detail rather than engaging many findings in a superficial manner.  The key to effectively engaging this section is to retain focus on the overall importance of the author’s investigation.  

· Be very careful with evaluative comments.  This section is NOT an evaluation of the book but rather an effort to explain the contributions of the study to the topic area it is addressing.
· This section may raise possible areas of further inquiry, linked especially to the candidate’s own research interests.  That is to say, be looking for your own research questions as you read and analyze this book.  
· The distinction between summary and analysis is one of the most difficult concepts for young scholars to master.  The analysis MUST BE firmly grounded in what was presented in evidence.

· Students are encouraged to find authoritative book reviews in scholarly journals to help them frame the importance of the book in relation to key historical questions involved.  It is very important to read book reviews so that the often overwhelming detail of these scholarly books does not cause the candidate to get lost.  The book reviews are also great ways to get at the specific contributions of particularly studies to our understanding of the topic engaged.
E
Conclusion

· 150-200 words 

· a brief summary and analysis of the author’s main conclusions and contributions to historical understanding

· Do not introduce new evidence into the conclusion.  The conclusion must derive from what was covered in the body of the investigation.  Assertions made in the analysis must derive from information provided in the summary of evidence.  This point is especially important in the IA.  
F
WRITING ASSESSMENT
· Clarity, grammar, punctuation, spelling usage.
· Organization, consistency, and logic.

· Do not copy lengthy sections directly from the book.  This usually reflects an insufficient digestion of the complex detail that much academic writing entails.  This is why summarizing and note-taking throughout the reading of the book is important.  That is, write before, during, and after you read.

· Be aware of your reader (including me).  Be sure to define your terms clearly and do not assume knowledge that is not of a general nature.

· .
  This is how footnotes are made!  First the period, then the superscript!
· “ Footnoted quotations are done like this.”

· Avoid useless adjectives and adverbs:  “Highly imperialistic.”  “Really huge contribution.” 

· THE ANALYSIS MUST INCLUDE A WORD COUNT AT THE END.

� Footnotes are usually done like this, at the end of a sentence.


� Footnoted quotations are done like this!
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