The SEVEN Historical Thinking Skills of the AP European History Course
Historical thinking skills are central to the study and practice of history.  Throughout this course you will learn and demonstrate a command of the seven historical thinking skills in essay writing and multiple-choice exams, and during classroom discussions and activities.  Below is an overview of the seven skills in which you are expected to become proficient, each accompanied by underlying questions that have been identified by the AP College Board.
1) Historical Causation

The ability to identify, analyze, and evaluate the relationships among multiple historical causes and effects, distinguishing between those that are long-term and proximate, and among coincident, causation and correlation.


Four Underlying Questions:

·  What were the reasons for this event?  What factors contribute to a specific pattern or trend?  What prompted this person/group to act/react in this way?
· What resulted from this event, pattern, or action?  What were the short-term effects?  What were the long-term effects?
· What cause seemed to be the most significant?  What effect seemed to be the most significant and why?
· How do the assessments of historians concerning causation differ from those how experienced the event, pattern, or action?
2) Patterns of Continuity and Change Over Time

This type of historical thinking uses patterns of continuity over time to describe, analyze, evaluate, and construct models that historians use to divide history into discrete periods.  There is a subjective quality to this type of historical thinking because it depends on what a historian considers most significant in society, e.g., economic, social, religious, cultural, etc.  This subjectivity on the part of a historian might shape his or her choices about periodization.

Four Underlying Questions: 
1. What has changed within a specific time period?

2. What has remained the same within a specific time period?

3. What can explain why some things have changed and others have not?

4. How are continuity and change represented in different types of sources, for example, in graphs, charts, political cartoons, and texts?  What might be the reasons behind different depictions of continuity and change?
3) Comparison

Historical thinking involves the ability to describe, compare, and evaluate multiple historical developments within one society, one or more developments across or between different societies, and in various chronological and geographical contexts.


Three Underlying Questions:

1. How is one development like/unlike another development from the same time/a 

                   different time?

2. Why did an event or development affect different groups in a different way?
3. How does a viewpoint (from a historical actor or historian) compare with another when discussing the same event or historical development?
4) Contextualization

Contextualization is based on the simple premise that the past is different than the present, and to interpret the past using the values and beliefs of the present will distort and misrepresent the past.  To think historically you must constantly remind yourself that the past is different than the present and that historical events must not be evaluated in isolation from the total cultural and intellectual environment of the time in which they took place.


Four Underlying Questions:

1. What was happening at the time the event occurred or the document was written/created that might have an influence?

2. What was happening at the specific place where an event occurred?  In the country as a whole?  In the larger region?  In the world?

3. How does a specific event relate to larger processes?  How do larger processes shape a specific event?

4. How does the context in which a source is read or views inform how it is understood?

5) Historical Argumentation

This type of historical thinking involves the ability to define and frame a question about the past and to address that question through the construction of an argument.  A plausible and persuasive argument requires a clear, comprehensive, and analytical thesis, supported by relevant historical evident – not simply evidence that supports a preferred or preconceived position.  Additionally, argumentation involves the capacity to describe, analyze, and evaluate the arguments of others in light of available evidence.  It is key that students engage with the historical thinking skills of causation, continuity and change over time, periodization, comparison, and contextualization.  One or more of these “habits of mind” will be addressed in every exam question.

Three Underlying Questions:

1.  Analyze commonly accepted historical arguments and explain how an argument has been constructed from historical evidence.

2. Construct convincing interpretations through analysis of disparate, relevant historical evidence.

3. Evaluate and synthesize conflicting historical evidence to construct persuasive historical arguments.
6) Appropriate Use of Relevant Historical Evidence
When one analyzes a source, one thinks critically about not only the content of a source but also who the author and presumed audience of the source were, why a source was produced, and what factors influenced the production of that source.  In analyzing sources several different features need to be considered, including its content, authorship, purpose, format, audience, context, author’s point-0f-view, and limitations.


Underlying Questions:

Content:

1. What point(s) is the document trying to make?

2. What does the document NOT say?

3. What of its content is usable by a historian?

            Authorship:
1.  Who wrote the document?

2. What do I know about this person that would affect the reliability of the document?

3. What was their position in society?

Purpose:

1. Why did the author create the source?

2. Why was the document created at this time?

3. Why has it survived to the present?

4. How does its purpose affect it reliability or usefulness?
7) Interpretation

This involves the ability to describe, analyze, evaluate, and construct diverse interpretations of the past, and to be aware of how particular circumstances and contexts in which individual historians work and write also shape their interpretation of past events.  Historical interpretation requires analyzing evidence, reasoning, contexts, and points-of-view in both primary and secondary sources.


Three Underlying Questions: 

1. What is the main idea, or argument, of the excerpt written by each historian?

2. What is one piece of information from this time period that supports the argument of the historian?  What is a piece of evidence that undermines the argument?

3. Why might a different historian make a different argument concerning the same event or development?
