How to Create an Annotated Bibliography

Purpose: 
An annotated bibliography is a list of books, articles and documents. Each citation is followed by a brief (usually 50 –100 word) descriptive and evaluative annotation. The purpose of the annotation is to inform the reader about the relevance, accuracy and quality of the sources cited. It is a research tool to assist you in synthesizing and reviewing your sources. It allows someone unfamiliar with the source to quickly get a sense of what the source is about, its arguments and its usefulness to your research.

The Process: Creating an annotated bibliography calls for the application of a variety of intellectual skills: concise exposition, succinct analysis and informed library research.

Choosing resources for your topic: 

Appropriate sources for an annotated bibliography could be books, primary resources, newspaper articles, journal articles or documentaries. When creating an annotated bibliography it is wise not to just use the first few that you come across without evaluating these sources. 

There should be a reason why you choose the sources you did and you will need to indicate this rationale in the annotation.  

Format and content of the entry:

· Your annotated bibliography needs to be organized alphabetically.

· The first part of your entry should contain the citation written in standard MLA format.

· The second part is your annotation and should include the following:

· Author’s position and credentials to speak on the topic

· Main points of the discussion

· Any conclusions the author may have drawn

· Bias

· Critical commentary that evaluates the source and its usefulness for your topic and your paper.

Writing Critical Commentary:

Your annotated bibliography must contain critical commentary. Some of the things to consider about your sources are:

· Does it offer a good introduction on the issue?

· Does the book/chapter deal with a particular part of the issue?

· Would novices find the book accessible? Or is it geared to an audience already familiar with the topic?

· What limitations does the piece have? (reading level, timelines. reliability, etc)

· How will the piece contribute to your project?

Author’s credentials





Main points of discussion

Conclusions author may have drawn

Bias

Critical Commentary

Example:  Tertiary Resource - Textbook
Haberman, Arthur and Adrian Shubert. The West and the World. 
Toronto: Gage Learning Corporation, 2002.

Author Arthur Haberman is a professor of History at York University. He wrote one of the previous textbooks for the modern western course, so he is very familiar with the material and this source can be considered reliable. In addition to his own scholarly knowledge, several additional PhD’s were consultants on the writing of the textbook. The text itself surveys a variety of topics within the modern era starting with the renaissance and ending with the development of global culture in the 1970’s. Since this is a survey text some conclusions are drawn at the end of each chapter that pertain to what the author views as the most significant aspects of that time period. Because it is a survey text, bias is difficult to detect, since it will primarily be bias by omission. As a result additional research will need to be done before I have a clear understanding of the bias. The text is a good starting point for research since it is easily accessible. The language is geared towards a high school level and the text offers a “broad-brush” picture of the researched topic. It does not assume the reader has a great deal of knowledge on the topic and covers the basics on the situation. Although this will provide an understanding of the basic issues, for in-depth study it will be necessary to find more directed and specific sources to strengthen my ability to explore the issue. 

Your entry would be more specific because you would need to discuss the particular part of the book that pertains to your topic. 

Example: Secondary Resource

Ozment, Steven. A Mighty Fortress a New History of the German People. 
New York, Harper Collins, 2004

Steven Ozment is a Mclean Professor of modern history and has written several other historical books. As well the book contains a lengthy section of footnotes. The credentials of the author and the documentation presented in the book make it a reliable resource. The text is an overview of the development of the Germanic people s from the Roman invasions to the Second World War. My focus is Frederick the Great, so I focused on the chapter entitled Absolutism and the Rise of Prussia .The subheadings indicate what areas the author has chosen to focus on and brief information is provided on various formative parts of Frederick’s life and reign. Although no conclusion were drawn about Frederick in this chapter, Ozment does include some ideas about the Treaty of Westphalia and the development of Prussia. There is no obvious bias with the information on Frederick; the author discusses equally his triumphs and failures. The chapter was easy to navigate since it was further broken up into sub headings. It allowed me to skim over passages that do not pertain to my research. The language and writing style were easy to follow. It gave a good overview of the topics it covered; however because of the broad scope of the book further research will be necessary to gain additional detailed evidence.   
Example Primary Resource

Saint-Simon. Duke. “Vanity Was His Ruin.” In Aspects of Western 
Civilization. Edited by Perry Rogers, 40-41.New Jersey: Prentice Hall, 1992

The Duke Saint Simon contemporary of the king and he lived at Versailles; as such he is in an excellent position to discuss the court of Louis XIV.  Saint-Simon has written numerous memoirs during his time at Versailles and although he has a clear bias against Louis XIV, he is still a reliable resource. The book in which the reading was found is a collection of primary resources published by Perry Rogers from Ohio State university. The collection is meant for academic study and therefore the resource is reliable. “Vanity” discusses Louis’ character and courtly life at Versailles. He offers no conclusions per se but his does provide reasons for his unflattering portrait of the king.  Because this is a primary resource, you need to know about the time period, events and major figures to fully understand the reading.  It was short and easy to understand. The limitation with the resource is the extent of the bias. Further research will need to be done to provide a balanced perspective. 
Reminder: In your final copy of your essay you will hand in and annotated works cited that is formally graded.  Make sure you do the process piece so you have some practice and I can give you some feedback. 

