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Objective

o Form a focused inquiry into Latin language or culture
o Evaluate and annotate primary sources without claiming one genre represents all

Romans

Original public practice; marks below are classroom self-check points, not official criteria.

1 Key knowledge and worked examples

A primary source comes from the world under investigation, but it does not
give transparent access to every person’s experience.

An annotation should explain how the source answers the question, its context and
a relevant limitation.

A focused inquiry asks a bounded question that actual evidence can answer. “How
does this household’s memorial present generosity?” is more manageable than “What did
all Romans believe?” An annotation identifies the source, explains its contribution and
tests its limits. Separate an ancient object or text from its modern edition, catalogue and
translation . Credit each accurately.

Memorial: public praise

!

Commission and survival select evidence

Contribution + limit + traceable source

Original diagram of the worked relationship; read the full wording and qualifications.

Worked example from the native lesson: Ask how a particular commemorative practice
represents family roles. Compare a bounded set of inscriptions with literary evidence and
an object. Record exact location , date range, text, translation source and why each
item contributes to the inquiry.

B Complete original case context

Original simulated source cards for learning how to evaluate evidence, not ancient docu-
ments or a real dossier collection.

Card A: A memorial inscription commissioned by one wealthy household, dated to a
stated twenty-year interval by the supplied catalogue. The inscription praises a family
member’s generosity. The catalogue records the findspot but does not identify who wrote
the wording. Card B: A satirical poem by an elite writer, preserved in a later manuscript.
Its speaker exaggerates a dinner host’s behaviour for comic effect. The supplied edition
identifies the passage and translation, but the speaker is not automatically the author.
Card C: A worn household vessel from an excavated domestic room. The excavation
record gives its layer and measurements. No owner name or inscription survives.

These descriptions deliberately omit actual inventory numbers, dates and Latin text.
They can support method practice only. An assessed dossier needs real, traceable pri-
mary materials and the school’s approved source selection, with accurate editions and
translation credits.

2 Practice

2.1 What makes an annotation relevant? Explain using the worked method. 1]



3 Exam-style questions
Use the complete original case context in section 1.

3.1 Choose a bounded inquiry for Card A and write a model annotation using only its

supplied information. 3

3.2 Compare one useful contribution and one limitation of Cards B and C for investigating
dining practices. Bl

3.3 Explain why collecting attractive images and treating a modern translation as an
ancient author are weak methods. State the exact next step before using these cards in

rol

a real dossier. 3




Solutions

Authored self-check guidance: accept equivalent correct methods and supported inter-
pretations. The points check reasoning, not an official grade.

2.1 It explains the source’s contribution and limitation for the specific research ques-
tion. Ask how a particular commemorative practice represents family roles. Compare a
bounded set of inscriptions with literary evidence and an object. Record exact location,
date range, text, translation source and why each item contributes to the inquiry.

Correct response linked to the given case.

3.1 Inquiry: “How does the household’s memorial represent generosity?” Annotation:
“Card A presents generosity as a quality worth commemorating, so it can illuminate
the household’s public representation of the deceased. Commissioning and praise may
select favourable qualities; the inscription does not independently verify every act or
represent all social groups. Its twenty-year dating interval limits precise chronological
claims. Before assessed use, replace this simulated card with the actual inscription,
catalogue number, location, text and credited translation.”

Sound conclusion or proposed method. Relevant supporting steps or textual evidence.
Accurate conditions, checks or qualification.

3.2 B may illuminate an elite literary representation of a host, but satire and speaker
exaggeration limit literal reporting. C can illuminate a vessel’s material form and ex-
cavated context, but no named owner or stated use survives. Corroborate any dining
interpretation rather than assigning a personal story to the object.

Sound conclusion or proposed method. Relevant supporting steps or textual evidence.
Accurate conditions, checks or qualification.

3.3 Images without traceable identity, context and relevance cannot support the
inquiry; a translator’s choices are modern mediation of an ancient text, not the ancient
author. Obtain teacher-approved real primary sources, exact identifiers, dates, editions
and translation credits, then compare their evidence and limitations. These simulated
cards are not an assessed source collection.

Sound conclusion or proposed method. Relevant supporting steps or textual evidence.
Accurate conditions, checks or qualification.




