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Annotated Bibliography

Annotated Bibliographies are a helpful step in any research project, as they allow you to organize your sources and provide a snapshot that you can refer back to as you work on structuring your project in a meaningful and clear way.  Although they can differ content somewhat, annotated bibliographies all provide short discussions of research sources that describe and summarize each source and that evaluate their credibility and usefulness. Your annotated bibliography will focus on scholarly research sources that are relevant to and helpful for completing your research project.  

Prior to beginning work on the bibliography, I will provide you with a video tutorial that addresses 1) how to find scholarly sources using OU’s library databases and online sources and 2) how identify a source as scholarly (i.e., what criteria do we use to judge whether a source is scholarly or not). 

Content of the bibliography: In general, your bibliography will contain a short introduction to your project and individual entries for three (3) scholarly sources that provide bibliographic citations, summary of content, discussion of usefulness and limitations for your project, and description of how you determined the source’s scholarliness. 

Introduction: Your bibliography should begin with a brief paragraph that identifies the event you are researching (including its date and location) and discusses how you are focusing your research on this event.  This introduction should help me see why you chose the sources you include. You need only one introduction for the entire bibliography not one for each source.

Entries: Need to include:
· Bibliographic citation (MLA or APA format)
· reference to source’s genre/form: “this journal article” or “this edited collection” or “this chapter in an edited collection” or “this dissertation,” or “this book-length study,” etc.
· a short summary of its content: what information and what kind of information or argument does the source provide or make? (i.e., “This edited collection contains a section on rebuilding efforts of the Chinese population after the 1906 San Francisco earthquake….”—your summary would continue).
· discussion of source’s usefulness and limitations: What is this source good for in terms of your project?
· description of scholarliness: Here you will need to explain how you determined the source was scholarly. You need to do more than simply say something like “it appears in the scholarly journal __________” or “I found this source using the library’s Articles Plus database and limiting my search to “scholarly peer-reviewed journals.”  You will need to elaborate beyond this (we will address how to elaborate in the video tutorial on searching for and identifying scholarly sources and discuss the limitations of relying on even OU’s library databases). 

Sources: You will need a total of three (3) scholarly sources. 

Length: Your brief introduction should be about 150 words (should be longer if you are not a concise and succinct writer). Descriptive-evaluative entries for each of the sources should be 200-250 words (not including the bibliographic citations) and should be longer if you are not a concise and succinct writer.  

Format: You may single space your introduction, bibliographic citations and entries (see example below).

Documentation: MLA or APA

Due Date: Friday, April 10; post to Blackboard by midnight

Grading Rubric: This assignment is 10% of your overall course grade, but I will grade it on a 135-point scale. 

NOTE: Submissions that lack any bibliographic entries or required number and type of sources will be returned for resubmission and may incur a penalty. Additionally, late submissions will incur a 5-point penalty per calendar day. But you may use your one 48-hour late pass.

	/20
	Annotated entries are preceded by a brief introduction that meets the requirements outlined in the assignment

	/30
	Entries provide clear, coherent summaries of content that meet the requirements outlined in the assignment and quotes sources only when necessarily and then very briefly (words and phrases rather than entire sentences)

	/30
	Entries provide a clear, coherent discussion of the sources’ usefulness and limitations for the research project

	/30
	Entries provide a thorough description of how the writer determine the sources’ scholarliness

	/15
	Correctly formatted bibliographic entry provided for each source 

	/10
	free (or almost free) of grammatical/mechanical errors and/or in-text documentation formatting errors (quoting, parenthetical citations).

	Total
Points
	     
           /135



(Example introduction, citation, and entry on next page)


Example introduction to research project and entries for sources.  Please note that the citations come before the evaluative descriptions.
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Avoiding Association and Separation During Quarantine

My project focuses on a particular quarantine measure used during the 1665 outbreak of the plague in London, England that killed tens of thousands (and possibly twice that many).  The “shutting up of houses” (or enforced quarantine of whole households) was employed when even one person in the house was determined to have the plague. Once such a case was discovered, officials confined the entire household (family, servants, and any other residents) together, whether they showed signs of the disease or not, in an effort to slow the infection’s spread. My historical sources focus particularly on how people responded to these measures, both positively and negatively and both in terms of what they said and what did (what actions they took) about them. The majority of documentation I have come across emphasizes disagreement, frustration and anger with the quarantine as well as efforts people made to avoid or escape this detention. 


Lappia, Allie Tua and Patrick Carrick. “Children in the Ebola Treatment Centers.” The Politics of Fear: Medecins sans Frontieres and the West African Ebola Epidemic, edited by Michiel Hofman and Sokhieng Au, Oxford University Press, 2017.  Oxford Scholarship Online DOI:10.1093/acprof:oso/9780190624477.003.0011. Accessed 12 March 2020.

While this chapter from an edited collection focuses on responses to quarantine during the Ebola outbreak of 2014 rather than the 1665 London plague, it highlights a version of quarantine diametrically opposed to the “shutting up of houses”: the forced separation of family members for quarantine purposes, specifically children from parents. Thus, it provides further context for considering documentation of 1665 reactions. In contrast and similarity to the 1665 sources, it documents efforts people made to combat separation rather than association, leading to questions about the extent to which household members in 1665 would have voluntarily stayed housed with those who became infected. This work was originally published by Oxford University Press in print, which suggests scholarly credibility. The editors, while they are not academics associated with institutions of higher education, hold senior positions with Medicins san Frontieres (Doctors Without Borders), an international professional organization, and Au is the author of two other books on health and culture published by University of Chicago Press and Leuven University Press. Likewise, the majority of the other contributors to the volume hold either academic positions (half) or are professionals in the medical field, and their contributions to the volume demonstrate extensive research through appended bibliographies. The authors of this particular chapter do not have advanced degrees, but they were on the front lines of the Ebola epidemic, working in treatment centers, and their chapter addresses that experience. While their chapter does not reflect traditional scholarly research, the inclusion of it in this volume attest to the editors’ recognition of non-traditional research having scholarly value. 

Bibliographic entry for the next source would begin here.
