
[image: ]




INTRODUCTIONS



1. Introduction to introductions
2. Claire’s recipe for writing introductions
3. Annotated example
4. Example introductions activity
5. Write your own

[image: ]1. INTRODUCTION TO INTRODUCTIONS

An introduction to a book is different from the introduction to an essay. In the exams you need to write introductions that do their job well, without wasting time. 

The introduction to your essay always needs to: 
· Focus on the exact question
· Establish your answer to the question 
· Give us a broad brushstrokes idea of what your essay is going to cover 

For top marks, the introduction will also give us a flavour of your strong understanding of the topic and the clever arguments we can look forward to in your essay. 

Instead of a skeleton structure, I have a ‘recipe’ for writing introductions. You can mix and match the ingredients in your preferred order!

Some students like to start by giving their judgement right away. Other students prefer to start with a sentence of context. Try different orders and see what works best for you.





Note: This worksheet covers the introductions to ‘standard’ history essays (not source questions or historians’ interpretations questions). 
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How to Cook an Introduction

Essential ingredients 
· The wording from the question
· Your judgement
· The perspectives your essay will consider

Extra flavour 🌶️🧂 (Don’t go overboard!)
· The reasons for your judgement (‘criteria’)*
· Some brief factual context 
· Outline the historical debate
· Link(s) between factors

Avoid!!!
· Encyclopedia entry (way too much background info)
· Anything that does not directly focus on the question
· Evidence, detailed explanations, proving your points, or anything else that belongs elsewhere in the essay

* If you study the Edexcel course then including criteria is an essential ingredient


 

3. ANNOTATED EXAMPLE




‘problem’ and ‘threat’ are key words that you should appear in the introduciton



1. This student has started with a sentence of context, briefly establishing who Perkin Warbeck was how he troubled Henry VII


2. They introduce one side of the argument (that he posed a ‘threat’)
 and identify support from foreign powers as the justification for that view.



3. They end forcefully by asserting their argument (that he was a ‘problem’ not a ‘threat’) and highlight economic and political factors 
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Below are seven introductions written by different students. 

Don’t worry if you haven’t studied these topics. We are focusing on the writing techniques, not the content.

For each, 
· Try to guess what the essay question was. 
Write your best guess. If the student is clearly answering the specific question it should be easy. If it is not clear then that is a bad sign - it will not be clear to the examiner that the introduction is answering the question.
· Check the introduction against the ‘Recipe’ above and consider how effective it is. What score would you give it out of 10? 
· Imagine you are the examiner  - write your comments on the introduction.
· Check your answers against those at the end of the activity and see whether you guessed the essay titles correctly and agreed with the examiners.

I have completed the first one for you as an example. 



	INTRODUCTION 1
Title? ‘Perkin Warbeck was more of a problem than a threat.’ To what extent do you agree with this view?
Perkin Warbeck was the second Yorkist pretender Henry VII had to face, as he claimed he was Edward IV’s son Richard, Duke of York. It could therefore be argued that Warbeck seeking to claim the throne of England with the support of foreign powers made him a threat to Henry VII’s position. However, the more convincing argument is that Warbeck never truly presented a threat to the Tudor dynasty, and instead simply created economic and political problems for Henry. 
Mark:  8/10
My Comment: It is very good. It contains all the ‘essential ingredients’ and is very good at using the wording from the question. It mentions their factors that they are going to consider and considers both sides of the argument. Their view is very clear and forcefully expressed. It contains a little bit of ‘extra flavour’ as it starts with some brief factual context and also sort of suggests the reasons for their judgement (threat from foreign support vs simply problems economically and politically). 

	INTRODUCTION 2
Title?  
The evidence suggests that the view is very valid. This time period from 1890-1920 was the progressive era with most acknowledging Roosevelt, Taft and Wilson as the progressive presidents. Wilson was the most progressive when compared to Taft and Wilson.
Mark:  /10
My Comment:

	INTRODUCTION 3
Title?  
Kett's rebellion in 1549 was certainly triggered by the Duke of Somerset's enclosure commissions, but to say that it was 'simply' a reaction to these commissions is false. Kett's rebellion was caused by a complicated mixture of factors which included Somerset and his advisers' attitudes to poverty and social reform, the social and economic hardship of the later 1540s and popular anger in the Norfolk region about the abuses of members of the local gentry and nobility of their positions in local government. Somerset's commissions helped to bring about the outbreak of riots in Norfolk, but the development of these riots into a full-scale rebellion can be better explained by longer-term social and economic problems.
Mark:  /10
My Comment:

	INTRODUCTION 4
Title?
Following her coronation in 1558, Elizabeth was presented with an array of different problems. Financially, England was in significant debt, which was tied to loans with significant interest rates. Additionally, England was desperate for religious stability after a decade of turmoil which included the Edwardian reformation and Marian counter reformation. Elizabeth needed to balance her religious policy to prevent further turmoil, whilst also considering the impact that her domestic policies would have on the threat of foreign invasion. She inherited the throne with England locked in War with France. Ultimately, Elizabeth managed to successfully navigate these problems leaving England in a significantly stronger position in 1603 than it was in 1558.  
Mark:  /10
My Comment:

	INTRODUCTION 5
Title? 
I believe that the opposition to religious reforms was absolutely integral to bringing the end to personal rule. The manner of Charles’ religious reforms showed, as revisionist historians have emphasised, an underlying discontent which was to culminate in the collapse of Charles’ authority and bring an end to the personal rule.  I do believe, however, that opposition to contextual factors, such as finance, link in with religion and were the foundations for explaining why opposition to religious reforms brought Charles’ personal rule to an end.  
Mark:  /10
My Comment:

	INTRODUCTION 6
Title? 
The Laudian Reforms were issued in 1633 near the beginning of Charles’ personal rule.  They were designed to better and glorify the church and the same churches had been falling apart since the reformation and the maintaining of the Broad church which encompassed many different slight religious differences known as the Jacobethan balance maintained by Elizabeth I and James I, Charles however with the religious changes tipped the balance to the Arminian side.  The two main historical arguments are the Whig and Post Revisionist argument that the personal rule was planned from the beginning and wasn’t as calm as it appeared to be, and it was doomed to fail and the Revisionist argument mainly Kevin Sharpe that the personal was a great success, period of calm and order that only some major event could destabilize it i.e. the Scottish Rebellion 1637.  
Mark:  /10
My Comment:

	INTRODUCTION 7
Title? 
Foreign policy was certainly an important cause of conflict between Crown and Parliament in the years 1625 to 1629 but the main cause of conflict was Charles I himself – issues of the time such as foreign policy, finance, favourites and religion were difficult and caused conflict, however this was because they were badly handled – if Charles had been more communicative and appeared less absolutist, these issues could have been resolved.  However, his undiplomatic handling of them greatly aggravated each situation.  
Mark:  /10
My Comment:
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	ANSWERS

	Introduction 1
Title? ‘Perkin Warbeck was more of a problem than a threat.’ To what extent do you agree with this view?’
Examiner’s Comment: This is an excellent introduction. It focuses on the question and addresses the difference between threats and problems. This student considers different types of threat (foreign, economic, political) and makes a sound judgement.

	Introduction 2
Title? ‘Wilson was the most progressive of the American presidents in the years 1890-1920.’ Assess the validity of this view.
Examiner’s Comment: This student addresses the wording of the question directly. They correctly identify other possible presidents and give a clear judgement that Wilson was the most progressive, although no reasons for this judgement are offered.

	Introduction 3
Title? To what extent was Kett’s rebellion simply a reaction to the Duke of Somerset’s enclosure commissions in 1548-49?
Examiner’s Comment: An excellent introduction which shows a strong understanding of the topic and awareness of the interplay of different factors. The student engages with the precise wording of the question in the opening sentence. They weigh up the identified factor with other reasons for Kett’s rebellion, contrasting the impact of the enclosure commissions with longer term causes.

	Introduction 4
Title? How effectively did Elizabeth deal with the problems she faced in 1558?
Examiner’s Comment: The student shows a good understanding of the problems that Elizabeth faced, but the introduction focuses too much on outlining those problems rather than on considering how effectively she dealt with them.

	Introduction 5
Title? How important was opposition to religious reforms in the years after 1633 in  bringing an end to the Personal Rule of Charles I? 
Examiner’s Comment: The introduction is very effective. The candidate addresses the wording of the specific question. They make a sound judgement and link the specified factor in the question, religion, correctly to the issue of finance. 

	Introduction 6
Title? How important was opposition to religious reforms in the years after 1633 in   bringing an end to the Personal Rule of Charles I?   
Examiner’s Comment:The candidate does not provide a focused introduction shaped to the specific wording of the question. The opening paragraph is further blurred by vague attempts to introduce general historiography and although a useful reference is made to Sharpe such material should also be shaped directly to the specific question. 

	Introduction 7
Title? ‘Foreign Policy was the main cause of conflict between Crown and Parliament   in the years 1625 to 1629.’  Explain why you agree or disagree with this view.  
Examiner’s Comment: An excellent introduction. The candidate addresses the specific question directly but also links foreign policy clearly to the other factors of the period. They also make a clear and valid judgement about the importance of the role of Charles I in relation to these factors. This introduction illustrates a real grasp of the period and an appreciation of the inter-relation of the themes. 
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[image: ]5. Write your own

Now try writing a practice introduction of [image: ][image: ]your own. 

Choose any question from your course. 

Feel free to borrow any techniques and useful phrases from the examples, and make sure to include all the ‘essential ingredients’ and try to include some ‘extra flavour’. Check that you have not done any of the ‘avoid’s! 
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