Good Source of Information
Primary & Secondary Sources Guide

Use the guide questions below to help you determine if a source is considered primary or secondary. 
	


Primary Source - an original document or a firsthand or eyewitness account of an event

Secondary Source - discusses information originally presented somewhere else.  Secondary sources provide analysis, interpretation, or evaluation of the original information.




	Question
	Source 1
	Source 2
	Source 3
	Source 4
	Additional Source

	Describe the type of source (letter, diary, record, photograph, map, etc.).
	button, badge
	Newspaper
	Video
	It seems to be an excerpt from a book or article.
	website; museum of unnatural mystery
http://www.unmuseum.org/hindenburg.htm 

	What is the date or time period of source?
	1937 (great depression)
	Thursday, May 6, 1937
	Thursday, May 6, 1937
	This passage seems to have been written fairly recently, within the past twenty years or so.
	2001

	Who is the author(s), if known?
	R. Rosendahl (commander )
	Not stated in the article
	The man who’s voice we hear.
	Joseph J. Romm
	Lee Krystek

	Describe the type of information found in this source (seasonal or daily activities, specific event, type of record, views or feelings).
	news press pass. specific event.
pass no. 31
transatlantic airship service.
	Specific activity; plane crash 
	Specific activity, blimp crash, but in this there is a feeling of panic and fear.
	It is an analysis of the cause of the Hindenburg explosion.
	Investigation- type research.

	Determine why this source was created by answering the questions below. 

· How was the author involved?  Was he/she a participant, observer, or other? Explain. 

· Was the author describing an eyewitness account, a secondhand account, a personal reaction, or other?  What clues are given?  If an event, how long between the event described and the recording of it? 

· Who was the intended audience?  Was it for the public, a specific group, a specific person, or personal?  How do you know?
	1.The author “approved” it.

2. Secondhand, he didn’t know the specific person/s. Probably not a long event.

3. specific person, news paper reporter. it says press pass.
	1. The author was an observer of the wreckage. S/he interviewed people who had survived and witnessed it.

2. Secondhand. The reporter references people for the information, not him/herself. 

3. The public. It is in a newspaper article.
























	1.Author was an observer. He provided live commentary.

2. He was describing the crash as it happened, as well as his personal reaction- you can hear him frantically say “this is a calamity” over the noise of the crash.

3. It was probably a news report for the public, at the end he says “Folks”
	1. The author researched this topic and several people associated with it (like Addison Bain), and compiled the information into a book. He analyzed the information

2. The author wrote not only about the actual disaster, but also about several people who have researched it. He described his personal reaction to it, as well as others’ analysis of the topic. The clues are his various references, as well as his own input.

3. The intended audience seems to be other scientists, as the word “Hydrogen” is included in the title of the book. It could also be meant for historians.
	1. The author, who seems to have a vast knowledge of aviation, because he compares the Hindenburg to other airships.

2. The author is describing the nature of the crash. He explores both the idea of sabotage and accident. 

3. The audience, because of the website, seems to be science inclined nerds. The website explores unexplained occurances.

	What information can you gather from the source?  
	something important was going to happen regarding the US Naval Air Station.
	      It had made safe voyages previously, had been delayed for a few hours. 
	No one expected this to happen; it was an unprecedented disaster. The narrator was so shocked he stated it was the worst disaster in human history.
	Even now, several years after the event, no one exactly knows what triggered the instantaneous explosion, however this excerpt points to flammable paint as the main cause, and references several sources.
	The Hindenburg was the predecessor to the passenger liner. It was nearly twice the size of the Titanic.

	What facts are known about the author? Describe the author’s point of view. Was the author trying to influence someone or something? 
	The author was validating the pass.
	The author was trying to gain information and report it to the public. He seems pro-blimps.
	The narrator was prepared to comment on another safe trip completed by the Hindenburg, so he was incredulous when it exploded. He was broadcasting to the public.
	The main topic of the book by the author is hydrogen, so the author solely draws in the Hindenburg as a reference. He was trying to assert the role of hydrogen as a catalyst in the explosion, and perhaps use this event as evidence either defending or persecuting hydrogen. 
	We know the author researched several sources to write this, as he talks about previous airships and successors of the Hindenburg.

	What other sources might support the information in this source? 
	The news article that would have followed.
	A report on what went wrong, a survivor’s firsthand account.
	Various other news shows covering the same thing; eye-witness accounts of people working at the airfield.
	More books on the same topic, the original works of the three scientists referenced, and perhaps a simulation of the Hindenburg explosion. 
	An interview with the author, or a video explaining the possible scenarios

	What questions does this source raise for you? What, if any, information surprised you? Why? 
	What event needed reporters? why 31? This was in the Great Depression, so did people care?
	Why did the ship suddenly explode? Did they continue using similar blimps?
It surprised me that the ships were between the US and Germany, because in 3 years Germany became our enemy.
	What was going on in the workers’ minds? What was the first thing they did to the smoldering wreckage? The speed in which the ship burned surprised me; between the space of two seconds it collapsed.
	If the engineers who designed the craft were aware of the paint, why was no precaution taken? Had the same paint been applied for previous flights?
It surprised me how blatantly the German engineer spoke of the paint, and also that Bain spent nine years of his life researching this, because there is already a testimony from Otto Beyersdorff saying that paint was the probable cause.
	Why would people want to sabotage this ship, if it was sabotaged? What kind of people generally rode on the ship (wealthy, middle class, etc.)

	Do you believe this is a primary or secondary source?  Explain your reasoning.
	Primary. The news reporter would have been at the event, and it was produced at the time of the event.
	Secondary. The newspaper analyzed the event, no one was there at the time of the explosion.
	Primary, because this is actual video footage; the cameraman was standing in front of the Hindenburg as it collapsed. 
	This is most definitely a secondary source, because the author is analyzing the causes of this explosion. He draws in references from a primary source, the engineer’s journal, and a secondary source, the research done by Addison Bain. 
	Secondary, because the author explains the various scenarios that could have resulted in the explosion. 





Additional Research:
Using a search engine or database, find another primary or secondary source about this event in history and analyze it using the chart above.  What new details did you discover?  How do you know if your source is reliable and accurate?  
· Upload the new source (or a link) you found to the Schoolspace Discussion Forum.  
· Describe the source, but do not identify it as a primary or secondary source.


Homework:
Create your own digital primary source (diary entry, letter, photograph, video footage, recording, etc.) about your life outside of school.  Keep your source anonymous (do not use your name or a picture of yourself).  Upload your primary source to the SchoolSpace Drop Box.  Tomorrow during class, it will be randomly distributed to another classmate.  You will use the guide questions above to analyze your classmate’s primary source and determine his/her identity.





Reflection Questions: 
Responses must be written in paragraph form.  
Students identified as Gifted in English/Language Arts should complete #2.  All other students should complete #1.

1. What did you learn by analyzing the different sources?  Describe when you would want to use primary versus secondary sources?

2. What type of primary source could replace Source 4 and still provide the same information?  What questions were these four sources not able to answer about this tragic event?  Describe the pros and cons of both primary and secondary sources.




2) 	Source 4 provided, in written form, the same information a documentary would provide, in both a visual and auditory form. 
	Despite the influx of information provided by the sources, I found they focused mainly on the technicalities of the situation; the mechanics of the crash, causes of the explosion, and the like. Questions about the life of the survivors, the implication of this event on political relations between Germany and the U.S., and the effect of the crash on the time period and vice versa , were not addressed in these sources. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]	Primary sources are like a passionate fan at a concert, while secondary sources are like the critic who looks over the band and scrutinizes it hours after the event. People who create primary sources, whether they be reporter, witness, or journalist, are often caught up in the heat of the moment, and heavily influenced by previous bias, as they are going along with the event as it unfolds. The pros are an often exciting, emotional creation that carries one along with it; however, the cons are often heavy bias and narrow perspective. A secondary source, however, is great for providing a more broad-based, factual analysis of the events, with references, but they too have cons, including redundancy and a focus on a different topic than the one at hand. 
