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Worksheet 1: Source Analysis

PURPOSE
Practice evidence discipline with primary sources related to Hashima. Develop the ability to read
historical sources critically — identifying not only what they show but what they exclude, and how their
context of production shapes the claims they can support.
▶ Aligns with Module 04: Labour, Empire, and Evidence — also useful alongside Modules 01 and 06

Instructions
Select two sources representing different perspectives on Hashima. These might include: a tourism
promotion text, a survivor testimony summary, a UNESCO decision excerpt, a museum description, a
wartime company report, or a contemporary media article. For each source, work through the analysis
framework below.

Part 1: Individual Source Analysis
For each of your two selected sources, answer the following questions:

1. Provenance. What type of source is this? Who created it, when, and for what purpose? What
institutional or political context shaped its production?

2. Claims. What does this source show or claim about Hashima’s history? What specific language does it
use to describe labour conditions?

3. Absences. What does it not show? What perspectives, periods, or experiences are absent? Are these
omissions acknowledged or invisible?

4. Framing. How does the source frame the relationship between industrial achievement and labour
conditions? Does it treat these as connected or separate?

5. Audience effect. If a visitor, student, or reader encountered only this source, what understanding of
Hashima would they develop? What questions would they never think to ask?

6. Evidentiary limits. What can this source establish as historical fact? What would require
corroboration from other source types?

Part 2: Comparative Analysis
After analysing both sources individually, compare them:

• Where do the two accounts converge? Where do they conflict?

• What explains the differences between them? Consider institutional interest, intended audience, and
the political moment of production.

• What would someone need to know to reconcile these accounts? What third source would help
resolve the tensions?

• Do the sources use different terminology for the same historical events? What does the choice of
language reveal?

Part 3: Reflection
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In 200–300 words, reflect on what this exercise reveals about the relationship between evidence and
narrative. Consider:

• How does the selection of sources shape the story that can be told?

• What role do institutions play in determining which sources are accessible and which are not?

• How might the concept of “soft gatekeeping” (Module 08) apply to source availability itself?

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________________________

EXTENSION
Find a third source from a different genre or national context. How does it complicate or enrich your
comparison? Does it fill a gap identified in your analysis, or does it introduce new absences of its own?
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