
 

 

 

The facts  

(who, what, when, where)  

are not debatable,  

but questions of why and how,  

and the effects of choices, 

 are perpetually open to  

reinterpretation  

as new documents  

and fresh questions  

are applied to the past 

 

 

History is alive; 

its interpretations change,  

new sources are discovered  

and old sources are  

read with different eyes. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Practicing Historical Inquiry Questioning Strategies 

Thinking Like A Historian! 
 

 

SOURCING 

1. Who created this source? 

2. What do we know about the person who created the source? 

 Was he a Son of Liberty?  A Loyalist?  A slave? 

 Alive at the time: Was he an eyewitness to the event?  A spectator or a participant?   

 In the future: Someone a hundred year later writing about the event? 

 Why would these questions matter? 

3. What type of source is this? 

 A personal letter intended for only the recipient? 

 A letter to a supervisor or boss? 

 Something intended to be published in a newspaper? 

 What does the type of source reveal about how authentic it is or is not? 

4. What does the tone of the source suggest to us?   

5. Who/what is the intended audience? 

 What is their motivation for writing this?  Is there an agenda?  Is it propaganda? 

6. Does any person or any particular side benefit from the contents of the letter? 

7. When was this written? 

 Was it written by an eye-witness, participant or spectator of the events, or a hundred 

years later by a historian?  Why does this matter (think in terms of authenticity and 

accuracy)? 

 

CORROBORATION 

The purpose of corroboration is “to make certain or confirm” the information. 

1. Do other sources exist which apply to the event this document is about? 

2. Are the contents of this document consistent with our understanding of history? 

 ie, do the documents support or challenge the classroom lectures? 

3. If multiple sources exist, are they in agreement?  

 If not in agreement, where are the differences?  What might these differences tell us 

about the authors intent? 

4. What conclusion can be drawn from the accumulated interpretations of multiple sources? 

5. Key questions to ponder: 

 What do other sources say about this topic? 

 Can I find the information from this document in other sources? 

 Am I finding the same information everywhere? 

 Am I finding different version of the story elsewhere? (and if yes, why might that be?) 

 Where else could I look to find out about this? 

 What do other pieces of evidence say? 

6. If there are multiple pieces of evidence, which are the most believable? 

 Why? what makes a document believable? 

7. If there is a overarching guiding historical question, then consider: what additional 

information or coursed are necessary to answer more fully the guiding historical question 

 

CONTEXTUALIZATION 

1. What was going on before/during/after the event? 

2. How might circumstances in which the document was created affect its content? 

3. How does the context help you better understand the document? 

 

TEXT (CLOSE READING) 

1. What information is provided by the author? 

2. How does the document’s language/image indicate the author’s purpose? 

 

 

 

 



The purpose of Corroboration is to ‘make certain’ or ‘confirm’ something. 
 

 

 

From the horror of the Paris attacks, a simple 

illustration of a peace sign made from the likeness of 

the Eiffel Tower at the center of a circle has spread 

via social media as a way of expressing solidarity 

with France.  

Many immediately credited the peace sign 

illustration to the famously anonymous graffiti artist 

Banksy. 

 
 

 

 

 

A photo on a Twitter post purportedly showed a sea of New 

Yorkers gathering in solidarity with France after last week's 

attack, a lighted sign with the words, "Not Afraid," at its center. 

The post said: "Beautiful. Much love and support from NYC, 

shine on Paris, shine on. #notafraid  

 
 

 

 

 

• If multiple sources exist, are they in 
agreement? 

• Am I finding the same information 
elsewhere? 

• What makes this document believable? 

• Are the contents of this document 
consistent with our understanding of 
history?  In other words, is it even 
plausible? 

TRUTH:   The sign was created 
by Jean Julien, a French 
illustrator 

• If multiple sources exist, are 
they in agreement? 

• Am I finding the same 
information elsewhere? 

• What makes this document 
believable? 

• Are the contents of this 
document consistent with our 
understanding of history?  In 
other words, is it even 
plausible? 

TRUTH:  the illuminated sign 
and the crowd were part of 
another demonstration -- in 
Paris, not New York -- after the 
January terror attacks at the 
offices of the satirical magazine 
Charlie Hebdo in France. 

http://twitter.com/thereaIbanksy/status/665306465670860805/photo/1


 
The purpose of Corroboration is to ‘make certain’ or ‘confirm’ something. 
 
 

 

In a Twitter photo, a man in a turban appears to hold 

up the Quran as he dons what appears to be a bomb 

vest in the aftermath of the Paris attacks. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

Reports were widely circulated that the media 

ignored an ISIS terrorist attack in Beirut, Lebanon, 

one day before the bloodshed in Paris.  

"One day before Paris, there was a massive terrorist 

attack the media ignored," said the headline on one 

story.  

. 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• If multiple sources exist, are they in 
agreement? 

• Am I finding the same information 
elsewhere? 

• What makes this document believable? 

• Are the contents of this document 
consistent with our understanding of 
history?  In other words, is it even 
plausible? 

TRUTH:  The image turned out to a post by 
Veerender Jubbal from last August. He 
appears to be taking selfie with a tablet-
type device, which was photoshopped into 
a Quran. The apparent suicide bomb vest 
was superimposed over his shirt 

• If multiple sources exist, are they in 
agreement? 

• Am I finding the same information 
elsewhere? 

• What makes this document believable? 

• Are the contents of this document 
consistent with our understanding of 
history?  In other words, is it even 
plausible? 

TRUTH:  the attacks in Beirut -- in which 43 
people were killed and more than 200 
others injured -- were covered extensively 
by major news organizations, including 
CNN, The Washington Post, The New York 
Times and others 

http://usuncut.com/world/beirut-this-terrorist-attack-didnt-get-any-media/
http://twitter.com/AmyStephen/status/665957251585343488/photo/1
http://www.cnn.com/2015/11/13/middleeast/beirut-suicide-bombings-explainer/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/middle_east/explosion-heard-in-shiite-suburb-south-of-lebanese-capital/2015/11/12/3f2373f6-8959-11e5-bd91-d385b244482f_story.html


Historical Inquiry Exercise 

 

 
 

The following are two very differing interpretations/reviews of the same situation.  Applying the four components 

of historical inquiry, what questions would we need to ask before determining which of these reviews carry the 

most weight? 

 

 

 

On the book ‘Doctor Zhivago’ (1956), by Boris Pasternak 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

On life in the Soviet Gulag at Norilsk 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

On John Brown’s trial 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

“Not to publish a novel like this would 
constitute a crime against culture.” 
           Pietro Zveteremich, 1956 

“The book is a sorry thing, clumsy, trite 
and melodramatic, with stock 
situations, voluptuous lawyers, 
unbelievable girls, romantic robbers and 
trite coincidences.” 
           Nabokov, 1956 

“Temperatures could fall to 30, 40, even 
50 degrees below 0.  The wind began a 
wild and terrifying howl, forcing us 
down to the ground.  The snow swirled 
up into the air, and everything 
disappeared – the lights of the camp, 
the stars, the forest an arms reach 
away.  Ones lips, eyebrows, chin, 
eyelashes, everything was covered in 
frost and ice, cold which had 
penetrated to your very bones, through 
the pathetic camp clothing.” 
         Isaak Filshtinsky, 1941 

“All the bosses had maids, prisoner 
maids.  Then the food was amazing.  
There were all sorts of fish.  And if in 
the rest of the union there were ration 
cards, here there were no cards.  Meat.  
Butter.  If you wanted champagne you 
had to take the crab as well, there were 
so many.  Caviar…barrels of the stuff lay 
around.  I’m talking about the bosses, of 
course.  I am not talking about the 
workers.  But then the workers were 
prisoners.” 
         Andrei Cheburkin, 1940 

“Politically speaking, the murder of John 
Brown would be an uncorrectable sin. It 
would create in the Union a latent 
fissure that would in the long run 
dislocate it. Brown's agony might 
perhaps consolidate slavery in Virginia, 
but it would certainly shake the whole 
American democracy. You save your 
shame, but you kill your glory. Morally 
speaking, it seems a part of the human 
light would put itself out, that the very 
notion of justice and injustice would 
hide itself in darkness, on that day 
where one would see the assassination 
of Emancipation by Liberty itself.” 
         Victor Hugo, 1859 

"I will not permit myself to give 
expression to any of those feelings 
which at once spring up in every breast 
when reflecting on the enormity of the 
guilt in which those are involved who 
invade by force a peaceful, 
unsuspecting portion of our common 
country, raise the standard of 
insurrection amongst us, and shoot 
down without mercy Virginia citizens 
defending Virginia soil against their 
invasion." 
       (Judge) Richard Parker, 1859 
                     at trial to the jury 



Historical Inquiry Exercise 
 

 

Historians work to validate (prove) or refute (disprove) a historical claim.   

 

Events do not change.  Facts do not change.  What happened, happened.   

But in terms of understanding the precise ‘why’ and the complexity of causation, we must recognize that different 

views and understandings emerge as new documents are discovered and credible (credible) interpretations offered.  

Such interpretations (“claims”) need to be checked against the documents. 

 

Consider these claims made during your lifetimes: 

a) “We [Islamic State] shot down the Russian airliner” 

b) “The Founding Fathers were directed by God to found America as a Christian nation.” 

c) “President Obama is a Muslim.” 

d) “When he announced his run for the presidency, Donald Trump’s audience was 

composed of paid actors.” 

e) “History classes around the nation ignore what is good about America in pursuit of a 

liberal un-American agenda.” 

f)  “September 11th was an inside job, with Jews, Israel and the American government in 

the know.” 

g) “Obamacare puts in place death panels.” 

h) “George Washington was not the first president of the United States.” 

i) As reported by the Lovenstein Institute: “George Bush Jr has the lowest IQ of any 

president.” 

j) “The reason the slaves were eventually freed was the Constitution, it was like the 

conscience of the American people; not any federal action by the government. 

Unfortunately there were some court decisions like Dred Scott and others that defined 

some people as property, but the Constitution kept calling us back to ‘all men are 

created equal and we have inalienable rights’ in the minds of God.  But a lot of the 

move to free the slaves came from the people, it did not come from the federal 

government.” 

 

 

How can the Historical Inquiry questions shed light on the validity of these claims? 

 

Which claim is right? 

 

Which can be fact-checked, and how? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Historical Inquiry Exercise 
 

 

Claim/Evidence Activity – Trail of Tears, 1831-1850 

 

Please consider the claim which follows, and when you read the document below assess evidence which 

supports or rejects the claim.  Be prepared to defend whether you believe the claim is supported or refuted 

by the document.  If the claim is literally-but-deceptively true, be prepared to explain the manner in which 

the real history obscured the basis of the claim. 

It is ok to write/underline/highlight on this form as you prepare. 

 

 

CLAIM:  While not all Native Americans welcomed relocation, they participated with minimal resistance. 

 

DOCUMENT A 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Claim/Evidence Activity – Texas Declaration of Independence, 1836 

 

The removal of Cherokee Indians from their life long homes in the year of 1838 found me a young man in the prime 

of life and a Private soldier in the American Army. Being acquainted with many of the Indians and able to fluently 

speak their language, I was sent as interpreter into the Smoky Mountain Country in May, 1838, and witnessed the 

execution of the most brutal order in the History of American Warfare. I saw the helpless Cherokees arrested and 

dragged from their homes, and driven at the bayonet point into the stockades. And in the chill of a drizzling rain on 

an October morning I saw them loaded like cattle or sheep into six hundred and forty-five wagons and started 

toward the west. 

 

One can never forget the sadness and solemnity of that morning. Chief John Ross led in prayer and when the bugle 

sounded and the wagons started rolling many of the children rose to their feet and waved their little hands good-by 

to their mountain homes, knowing they were leaving them forever. Many of these helpless people did not have 

blankets and many of them had been driven from home barefooted. 

 

On the morning of November the 17th we encountered a terrific sleet and snow storm with freezing temperatures 

and from that day until we reached the end of the fateful journey on March the 26th, 1839, the sufferings of the 

Cherokees were awful. The trail of the exiles was a trail of death. They had to sleep in the wagons and on the ground 

without fire. And I have known as many as twenty-two of them to die in one night of pneumonia due to ill treatment, 

cold, and exposure. Among this number was the beautiful Christian wife of Chief John Ross. This noble hearted 

woman died a martyr to childhood, giving her only blanket for the protection of a sick child. She rode thinly clad 

through a blinding sleet and snow storm, developed pneumonia and died in the still hours of a bleak winter night, 

with her head resting on Lieutenant Greggs saddle blanket. 

 

Chief John Ross sent Junaluska as an envoy to plead with President Jackson for protection for his people, but 

Jackson’s manner was cold and indifferent toward the rugged son of the forest who had saved his life. He met 

Junaluska, heard his plea but curtly said, “Sir, your audience is ended. There is nothing I can do for you.” The doom 

of the Cherokee was sealed. Washington, D.C., had decreed that they must be driven West and their lands given to 

the white man, and in May 1838, an army of 4000 regulars, and 3000 volunteer soldiers under command of General 

Winfield Scott, marched into the Indian country and wrote the blackest chapter on the pages of American history.   

Men working in the fields were arrested and driven to the stockades. Women were dragged from their homes by 

soldiers whose language they could not understand. Children were often separated from their parents and driven into 

the stockades with the sky for a blanket and the earth for a pillow. And often the old and infirm were prodded with 

bayonets to hasten them to the stockades. 

 

At this time, 1890, we are too near the removal of the Cherokees for our young people to fully understand the 

enormity of the crime that was committed against a helpless race. Truth is, the facts are being concealed from the 

young people of today. School children of today do not know that we are living on lands that were taken from a 

helpless race at the bayonet point to satisfy the white man’s greed.   Murder is murder, and somebody must answer. 

Somebody must explain the streams of blood that flowed in the Indian country in the summer of 1838. Somebody 

must explain the 4000 silent graves that mark the trail of the Cherokees to their exile. I wish I could forget it all, but 

the picture of 645 wagons lumbering over the frozen ground with their cargo of suffering humanity still lingers in 

my memory 

 

AUTHOR:  Private John Burnett, 11 December 1890 (age 80) in a letter to his children reflecting on his life. 

SOURCE:   http://www.learnnc.org/lp/editions/nchist-newnation/4532 

 

http://www.learnnc.org/lp/editions/nchist-newnation/glossary#stockade
http://www.learnnc.org/lp/editions/nchist-newnation/glossary#solemnity


Historical Inquiry Exercise 
 

 

Please consider the claim which follows, and when you read the document below assess evidence which 

supports or rejects the claim.  Be prepared to defend whether you believe the claim is supported or refuted 

by the document.  If the claim is literally-but-deceptively true, be prepared to explain the manner in which 

the real history obscured the basis of the claim. 

It is ok to write/underline/highlight on this form as you prepare. 

 

 

CLAIM:  The Texas decision to declare independence from Mexico was rooted in American values, and inspired by  

                 the same principles which influenced the United States separation from the United Kingdom. 

 
DOCUMENT A 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 

 

When a government has ceased to protect the lives, liberty, and property of the people, from whom its legitimate 

powers are derived, and for the advancement of whose happiness it was instituted; and so far from being a guarantee 

for their inestimable and inalienable rights, becomes an instrument in the hands of evil rulers for their oppression. 

When the Federal Republican Constitution of their country, which they have sworn to support, no longer has a 

substantial existence, and the whole nature of their government has been forcibly changed, without their consent, 

from a restricted Federative Republic, composed of Sovereign States, to a consolidated Central Military despotism, 

in which every interest is disregarded but that of the army and the priesthood, both the eternal enemies of civil 

liberty, the ever ready minions of power, and the usual instruments of tyrants. 

In this expectation they have been cruelly disappointed, inasmuch as the Mexican nation has acquiesced in the late 

changes made in the government by General Antonio Lopez Santa Ana, who having overturned the constitution of 

his country, now offers, as the cruel alternative, either to abandon our homes acquired by so many privations, or 

submit to the most intolerable of all tyranny, the combined despotism of the sword and the priesthood. 

It has failed and refused to secure, on a firm basis, the right of trial by jury, that palladium of civil liberty and only 

safe guarantee for the life, liberty, and property of the citizen.  

It has failed to establish any public system of education 

It has suffered the military commandants, stationed among us, to exercise arbitrary acts of oppression and tyranny, 

thus trampling upon the most sacred rights of the citizen, and rendering the military superior to the civil power.  

It has dissolved, by force of arms, the state congress of Coahuila and Texas, and obliged our representatives to fly 

for their lives from the seat of government, thus depriving us from the fundamental political right of representation.  

It has demanded the surrender of a number of our citizens, and ordered military detachments to seize and carry them 

into the interior for trial, in contempt of the civil authorities, and in defense of the laws and the Constitution 

It denies us the right of worshipping the Almighty according to the dictates of our own conscience, by the support of 

a nation National religion, calculated to promote the temporal interest of its human functionaries, rather than the 

glory of the true and living God.  

It has demanded us to deliver up our arms, which are essential to our defense - the rightful property of freeman - and 

formidable only to tyrannical government.  

It has invaded our country both by sea and by land, with the intent to lay waste our territory, and drive us from 

homes; and has now a large mercenary army advancing, to carry on against us a war of extermination 

The necessity of self-preservation, therefore now decrees our eternal political separation.  

We, therefore, the delegates, with plenary powers, of the people of Texas, in solemn convention assembled, 

appealing to a candid world for the necessities of our condition, do hereby resolve and DECLARE, that our political 

connection with the Mexican nation has forever ended, and that the people of Texas, do now constitute a FREE, 

SOVEREIGN, and INDEPENDENT REPUBLIC, and are fully invested with all the rights and attributes which 

properly belong to independent nations 

 

AUTHOR:  Texas Declaration of Independence, 1836. 

SOURCE:   https://www.gilderlehrman.org/sites/default/files/inline-pdfs/T-02559.pdf 

 



Historical Inquiry Exercise 
 
 

Claim/Evidence Activity – US annexation of Texas, 1845 

 

Please consider the claim which follows, and when you read the document below assess evidence which 

supports or rejects the claim.  Be prepared to defend whether you believe the claim is supported or refuted by 

the document.  If the claim is literally-but-deceptively true, be prepared to explain the manner in which the 

real history obscured the basis of the claim.          It is ok to write/underline/highlight on this form as you prepare. 

 

 

CLAIM:  The United States annexation of Texas unsettled the delicate balance between free and slave states. 

 
DOCUMENT A 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
DOCUMENT B 
 
 
 
 
DOCUMENT C 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Nor is there any just foundation for the charge that Annexation is a great pro-slavery measure – to increase and 

perpetuate that institution. Slavery had nothing to do with it. Opinions were and are greatly divided, both at the 

North and South, as to the influence to be exerted by it on Slavery and the Slave States. That it will tend to facilitate 

and hasten the disappearance of Slavery from all the northern tier of the present Slave States, cannot surely admit of 

serious question. The greater value in Texas of the slave labor now employed in those States, must soon produce the 

effect of draining off that labor southwardly, by the same unvarying law that bids water descend the slope that 

invites it. Every new Slave State in Texas will make at least one Free State from among those in which that 

institution now exists— say nothing of those portions of Texas on which slavery cannot spring and grow— say 

nothing of the far more rapid growth of new States in the free West and Northwest, as these fine regions are 

overspread by the emigration fast flowing over them from Europe, as well as from the Northern and Eastern States 

of the Union as it exists. On the other hand, it is undeniably much gained for the cause of the eventual voluntary 

abolition of slavery, that it should have been thus drained off towards the only outlet which appeared to furnish 

much probability of it the ultimate disappearance of the negro race from our borders. The Spanish-Indian-American 

populations of Mexico, Central America and South America, afford the only receptacle capable of absorbing that 

race whenever we shall be prepared to slough it off— emancipate it from slavery, and (simultaneously necessary) to 

remove it from the midst of our own. Themselves already of mixed and confused blood, and free from the 

"prejudices" which among us so insuperably forbid the social amalgamation which can alone elevate the Negro race 

out of a virtually servile degradation even though legally free, the regions occupied by those populations must 

strongly attract the black race in that direction; and as soon as the destined hour of emancipation shall arrive, will 

relieve the question of one of its worst difficulties, if not absolutely the greatest. 

Texas has been absorbed into the Union in the inevitable fulfilment of the general law which is rolling our 

population westward … is too evident to leave us in doubt of the manifest design of Providence in regard to the 

occupation of this continent. 

 

AUTHOR:  John O’Sullivan, 1845 

SOURCE:   https://college.cengage.com/history/us/resources/students/primary/manifestdestiny.htm#source 

According to the Compromise of 1850, Texas would relinquish disputed land, but, in compensation, be given 10 

million dollars – money it would use to pay off its debt to Mexico. Also, the territories of New Mexico, Nevada, 

Arizona, and Utah would be organized without mention of slavery.  (The decision would be made by the territories' 

inhabitants later, when they applied for statehood.)  Regarding Washington  DC, the slave trade would be abolished, 

although slavery would still be permitted. Finally, California would be admitted as a free state.  To pacify slave-state 

politicians, who would have objected to the imbalance created by adding another free state, the Fugitive Slave Act 

was passed.  It required citizens to assist in the recovery of fugitive slaves. It denied a fugitive's right to a jury trial, 

and made federal officials responsible for enforcement. 

 

AUTHOR:  unidentified, summary of the Compromise of 1850 and the Fugitive Slave Act 

SOURCE:   http://www.pbs.org/wgbh/aia/part4/4p2951.html 

The Wilmot Proviso of 1846 was a proposed law to ban slavery in any territory acquired from Mexico in the 

Mexican War.  It was rejected by Congress. 

SOURCE:   Fact.  Look anywhere for it.  It was rejected in 1847and 1848 



Historical Inquiry Exercise 
 
 

Consider the following questions. 

 

 

Who is more free: 

The Slave during times of slavery, (2) the Sharecropper, or (2) the person of African ethnicity who 

resides in poverty and does not have enough money to do much beyond meeting basic needs (like 

minimal food.) 

(1) Why ?   Please clearly explain your reasoning which addresses the freedoms and restrictions. 

 

“America is a land of equality” 

Consider specifics which hint to the extent to which the following groups were or were not equal to 

American white men, c.1945 

Women 

Civilians of African ethnicity 

Civilians of Latino and Mexican ethnicity 

Civilians of Japanese ethnicity 

Military/soldiers of African ethnicity 

Military/soldiers of Japanese ethnicity 

 

What questions would you raise to assess the validity of the following statements? 

(1) “The Founders were motivated toward revolution by self-interest.” 

(2) “Disagreements between the colonists, while significant, ultimately led to a stronger commitment  

  to unity than had the disagreements never existed.” 

(3) “The Founders pursued the Revolution on behalf of all the colonists.” 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Historical Inquiry Exercise 
 

 

Look at the images.  Consider the differences. 

  
       Title:  The True Issue or ‘That’s Whats the Matter’         Title: The United States – A Black Business 

       Published by Currier & Ives 1864, New York City            Published in 8 November 1856 in Punch (A London Magazine) 

      (in the middle is George McClellan, in a rare pro-Dem cartoon) 

 

 

 

 

Look at this image.  What questions could you ask to better make sense of this image, its message, and its 

place in history? 

 



Historical Inquiry Exercise 
 

 

Consider the two images below, which claim to be from the same moment in time.  Apply the four areas 

of historical thinking to pose questions which would help to make sense of these. 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.google.com/url?sa=i&source=imgres&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0CAkQjRwwAGoVChMIhL_qlPrtxwIVCTiICh0mHgCA&url=https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Signing_of_the_United_States_Declaration_of_Independence&psig=AFQjCNF3UOKcHWJHkz6cee96vlykyE1f-A&ust=1442025613590673
http://www.google.com/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0CAcQjRxqFQoTCP-O1LD67ccCFdGXiAodNYcAeA&url=http://www.history.com/topics/american-revolution/declaration-of-independence&bvm=bv.102537793,d.cGU&psig=AFQjCNGHH-PA7yUFpMPfYy0hMgkpDtEbnQ&ust=1442025518832440


 
 
 

Name: ____________________________ 

Period: _____    Date: _______________ 

 

    
As a historian, WHAT QUESTIONS should you ask   WHY is the question you offer IMPORTANT? 

and/or do you need to have answered in order to understand  (How might the answer inform our understanding 

the significance of this art/document?    of what actually happened in the past?) 

 

(Example)   When was it drawn?     It is important to know when it was drawn so we 

         know if it was in response to a certain event, or  

         if it might have been done before and possibly 

         created tensions 
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