Research Circle

Research Circle has been established as an informal forum for History staff and post-grads to discuss their research. All are welcome, and we’ll meet in the library space on level 2 of the History Wing (Jessop West). 
Wednesday 14 October (Week 3) at 1pm: ‘The Apocalypse in History’
- with short opening remarks by Tom Dixon, Matt Philpott and Miriam Dobson
Several of us are interested in how visions of the end of the world have seized the collective imagination at different points in history. Questions we’d like to address in this session include: Are fears of the world ending a universal feature of human psychology? Or do they result from particular historical circumstances? If so, what kinds of factors shape the form and dissemination of apocalyptic visions? 

We hope to start off with two or three people talking about how ideas of the apocalypse feature in their own research before moving on to more general discussion. 

Wednesday 9 December (Week 11) at 1pm: Writing History
- led by Amanda Power and Karen Harvey
‘He who invents, sins against history; he who does not, sins against poetic art’






- Johann Heinrich Alsted (1588-1638)

There is a somewhat subterranean debate among historians about how to present the past to an audience in written form. It perhaps parallels the more visible debates about the use of history in other media and is implicit in the distinctions between academic monographs and trade books. The new REF aka RAE criterion of ‘impact’ may heighten consciousness of it. In this session of Research Circle, we’d like to consider questions such as:

· How self-conscious are our prose styles? How do we construct and compose books and chapters within books? Is there a ‘poetic art’ to writing history? How far do we think of ourselves as writers?

· What are the limits, and indeed, the ethics, of presenting the past colourfully and evocatively? Where does the frontier between writing history and fiction lie – and how much has it to do with how one writes as opposed to what one writes? If we are already ambivalent about the historian’s role in re/constructing the past, do issues of authorial imagination and creativity take us further from the past or can we hope that in some ways it might make it more visceral to the reader?

The discussion has been prompted partly by informal conversations amongst staff and PGR students, and also a recent Call for Papers : http://www.tandf.co.uk/journals/cfp/rrhicfp.pdf
If you have any ideas, suggestions or queries about this or future sessions please contact Miriam Dobson (m.dobson@shef.ac.uk)

