Introduction to Social Studies
Wineburg, Historical Thinking
Wineburg, Introduction & Part I, vii-xiv & 3-60 

Why does Wineburg think that history is important?

What is the unbridgeable rubicon? Do you think that you have crossed that river? When, Where: describe.

What does the phrase “continuity and change” emphasize about history?

Why does context matter?  Does it help us see the rhinoceros? If so, why?

What other elements do you think are important to historical thinking—either those that Wineburg mentions or ignores?

Chapter 6, Disciplinary Perspectives

Drawing on the reading, citing specific pages and quotes, how would you describe the differences of perspective among folks with training in Anthropology, Political Science, History, and American Studies.


First, who is who.


Second, as it regards “history and fact,” what were the differences?


Third, as it regards “interpretation and evidences,” what were the differences?


Fourth, as it regards “continuity and change,” what were the differences?


Fifth, how did these folks view causation?


Sixth, how did they “enact” history in the classroom.

What are Winerburg’s conclusions about the disciplines, social studies, and history? How might his argument shape your approach to teaching history/social studies?

Chapter 7: Models of Wisdom

Describe the model of the “visible teacher” (and identify the teacher w/background information.)

Describe the model of the “invisible teacher” (and identify the teacher w/background information.)

What were the observers’ verdicts, respectively, about each teacher’s strengths and weaknesses?

What were the differences and similarities between the styles? Which do you prefer?

 Chapter 8: Wrinkles in Time
What is the shift from bureaucratic to professional teaching? How would you describe it?

What have been the consequences, in terms of the multiple approaches to teaching and learning? Do you know what any of these are (i.e. “scaffolding”)?

Describe the research project/experiment and the two teachers.

What were the differences in the teachers’ evaluation of papers? What four hypotheses did Wineburg, et. al., draw to explain the differences? Which one do you believe?

How did the teachers propose to use documentary materials differently? How did this exercise alter Wineburg’s hypotheses?

How did the teachers read the text differently? What did this exercise tell Wineburg?

So, ultimately, how are these two teachers different?

And, what is our ultimate assessment of their teaching? What are Wineburg’s four possibilities? 

What do you think? And, more broadly, what are the implications of your thinking in this area?

Chapter 9: Moral Ambiguity
Describe what happened in Stinson’s class, and describe what we know about Stinson as a teacher.

What was the “aftermath”?

Wineburg offers three follow-up scenarios. What are they and how do they differ?

Can you imagine another alternative; if so, what is it?

What is the role of the historian vis-à-vis moral, social, and controversial issues?

Review Ohio Senate Bill 24. What does it say and not say?

http://www.legislature.state.oh.us/bills.cfm?ID=126_SB_24
