
Annotated bibliography guidelines 
 
From the course outline 
Annotated bibliography: you will produce a bibliography of at least 10 sources relevant to your 
paper, and provide annotations of one or two sentences for each, plus a 200-300 word summary 
of what you take to be the current state of debate about your topic. Ideally your sources should 
include at least one theoretical or relatively broad study that will help to frame your argument. 
The quality of the research is important here. You will be assessed on the quality of your chosen 
materials as well as your annotations and your ability to apply MLA style. 
 

• Research your topic. The more focused the topic is, the easier you will find this. There is 
no magic number of sources but you should consult at least ten. Many of you will need 
more in order to have sufficient context to situate your multi-faceted topics in relation to 
debate on the topics you want to address. 

• Ensure that your sources are reliable. That means considering a range of criteria. 
Research, Write, Create can be helpful here, as can a host of online resources. 

• Situating your topic in relation to debate in the field requires that you have some sense of 
the range of discussion on it. Sometimes you can get this from a single published source, 
particularly if it is an essay question by multiple authors, but most of the time you will 
need to read two or more sources on a topic to have a sense of the range of the debate. 

• Read the results of your research. Just saving the articles on your hard drive does not 
magically get their contents into your brain. Keep notes. Respond actively to the 
arguments you are reading: do they challenge your understanding of the text? Do they 
offer particularly helpful evidence for the case you want to make? Does one source 
contradict another or offer a different explanation for the same thing? Does the critical or 
theoretical model employed offer a good purchase on your topic? 

• Prepare a bibliography of all sources you consulted in your research. You need a 
minimum of 10 appropriate sources. Use, if you like, a bibliographical management 
software such as Zotero (highly recommended as it will make your life easier in the long 
run, not just in this class, but also in others), but realize that, just like spellchecking, it 
cannot substitute for knowledge of MLA Style or human proofreading.  

• Ensure that your bibliography conforms to MLA Style. There’s a good online guide to 
MLA Style at Purdue but again, you are finally responsible for making sure your citations 
are correct. Ensure that it is complete in terms of the information it provides: you may 
have to do some digging for some of the required information. 

• Annotate your sources in two sentences or less. The annotations should be critical as well 
as descriptive. Each should give a precise sense of what the source accomplishes, make 
its relevance to your topic clear, and give a clear and precise sense of why you value it. 

• Write a focused, well written summary of the state of debate on your topic(s) based on 
your research to date. It should synthesize what you’ve learned not not repeat to any great 
extent your individidual annotations. Ensure that you keep within 200-300 words for your 
summary. Put a word count at the end of it. 

• Carefully revise your summary of the literature and your bibliography: this is a formal 
writing assignment and it should be correct and precise in its expression. 



Examples of bibliographical entries and annotations for class discussion 
 
N.B.: these are not exemplary models: I have purposely introduced errors in order to foster your 
awareness of common slips. You might want to share some of those slips with each other in 
comments. 
 
Spartacus Educational Website. March 28, 2012. On-Line www.spartacus.schoolnet.co.uk Retrieved 

February 27, 2012. 

Spartus is an informative site that covers numerous historical periods. It is an excellent source for 
quotations that reflect the reception of particular ideas and publications that are considered 
controversial in nature. It also includes excerpts from letters and photographs and paintings to 
illustrate certain ideas. 

[Entirely descriptive rather than evaluative and the writing is lax and lackluster. Plus the typo in the 
name of the site in the first word is a good indication of lack of care.] 

 
Wiley, Catherine. “Staging Infanticide: The Refusal of Representation in Elizabeth Robins’ ALAN’S 

WIFE.” THEATRE JOURNAL 42(2) 1990: 432-446. 

This article historical situates ALAN’S WIFE in relation to the theories and representations of 
women as well as the analysis indicated by the title. 

[Too brief and general, plus it carries over the formatting from wherever it was cut and paste from, i.e. it 
is sloppy and doesn’t conform to MLA style in this and other ways.] 

 
Rubik, M., The Novels of Mrs. Oliphant: A Subversive View of Traditional Themes.  

Rubik’s overview of Margaret Oliphant draws on key themes such as women, religion and 
marriage in correspondence with her life and works. Beginning with literary technique, the text 
looks at various works on an individual basis as well as their position within society and the 
greater world in a time of immense progression and change. Chapters on plot and style analysis as 
well as her view on the role of women were extremely helpful, where evidence was given within 
the work under discussion regarding her position on feminism. An extensive bibliography 
efficiently led to criticism and other works on or by Oliphant. 

[Too wordy and descriptive: needs to be pithier and more precise about the nature of Rubik’s 
contribution to Oliphant scholarship but it does start to analyze what that would be] 

 
White, Chris. “’Poets and lovers evermore’: The Poetry and Journals of Michael Field.” Sexual Sameness: 

Textual Differences in Lesbian and Gay Writing. Ed Joseph Bristow. London: Routledge, 1992.  

This article provides a concise account of the basic questions that arise from any inquiry into the 
relationship between Katherine Bradley and Emma Cooper through Long Ago and other Field 
poems, but takes it one step further in its queer reading than some other critics. She warns that we 
must “beware failing or refusing to recognize the complexity of the negotiations these woman-
loving women made” (43).  

[A good, concise annotation; the best of those presented here] 


