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Follow this format whenever you are assigned a document analysis assignment for Advanced Placement European History. This is as much about the process as it is about the information you provide.

Document Analysis Steps:
1) Provide the title, author, and time period that the document comes from. 
2) What was the personal background of the author? What major opinions did they hold? To what extent does their identity and personal history shed light upon the nature of the source being considered? 

a. (*Explanation: You are to consider the extent to which the personal beliefs, the historical time period and background of the author could influence the message of the document.) 
3) What audience was the author intending to address, and did the author challenge accepted belief or mores of the time period of its publication. 
a. (*Explanation: Who comprised the target audience of the document and to what extent does the document work against the commonly held beliefs of the time period.)  

4) List and explain three significant points the author has made that you feel support their primary goal for writing the document. 

a. (*Explanation: What were the strongest arguments used that support the primary intention of the document? Be sure  to  quote and explain) 
5) To what extent does the document represent a subjective point of view vs. an objective point of view? 

a. (*Explanation: Can you measure the extent to which the author presents a dispassionate and balanced, objective viewpoint; or, can you detect a definite agenda that intends to support a particular bias on the part of the author?)  
Briefly: 

· Label

· Opinions/Background

· Audience/Intention

· Points

· Objective/Subjective

Here is an example of how your analysis might look:
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Document: 
Title: “Marsilius of Padua Denies Coercive Power to the Clergy”  



Author: Marsilius of Padua



Time Period: 1324. Late Medieval Europe

Background: Marsilius of Padua was writing in a time when the Church in general and the clergy specifically enjoyed almost absolute autonomy from the reach of secular laws. The Pope had been able to exhibit great degrees of control over European monarchs, and the threat of excommunication, which was the very real threat of being expelled from your community, was the greatest of weapons in the Pope’s arsenal. Yet, in the late medieval period, (post 1250), there began a small but discernable movement to challenge the idea that the pope was able to mete out punishment as a proxy for God himself, and that the growing power of several European monarchs was a challenge to the absolute primacy of the Roman Catholic Church. He was a teacher that had come into direct conflict with Pope John XXII, who was the most powerful of the so-called Avignon Popes. These popes ruled from the French city of Avignon during the time known as the Great Schism, where there was an actual split between the papacy in Rome and that of Avignon. In each case, the popes were firm believers in the power and autonomy of the papacy, and that church leaders could not be subjected to the reach of the secular laws of kings. Clearly, Marsilius’ belief in the power of man-made law, and their impact on church officials put him in a very tenuous position at this time.

Audience: We must remember that this was an age the predated the proliferation of printed matter (Guttenberg was still nearly a century away), so this document was meant for a select group of academicians and church officials. Keep in mind as well that the general populace would not be aware of these types of disputations because of nearly universal illiteracy. The audience was incredibly small. His stand against the “natural” superiority of god’s servants on earth, and their absolution, if you will, from the reach of man-made laws ran counter to church’s teachings of that time. He does represent a growing, albeit small group of scholars who felt that there had to be a consequence for the actions of church official based on the law of the land, and that there was an eternal punishment that God would mete out in the afterlife that did not absolve transgressions in this life. Most significantly, it was not the province of the pope to dispense the judgment of God.
Primary Points: Three of the key points that Marsilius makes in the document all focus on the necessity for those in the church to be subjected  to man’s laws. This is reflective of a huge shift in Western Europe that establishes the growing conflict between the secular rulers and the Papacy, which heretofore had held nearly absolute sway over Kings and Princes. 
The first point that Marsilius makes is a great one, as he uses the life of Christ as an example of the importance of separating, if you will, secular and sacred rule. marsilius states that “Christ himself came into this world not to dominate men nor to judge them [coercively] …not to wield temporal rule, but rather to be subject as regards the… present life.” He supports this with a second point by using the example of Christ standing before Pontius Pilate. As the famous story goes, Christ replied to Pilate’s accusations of Christ’s designating himself as “King of the Jews.” Christ’s reply, that his “kingdom is not of this world,” is used artfully by Padua to substantiate the necessity for the separate the province of the laws of God and Man.  Clearly, it was not the intention of Christ to rule over this world, and nor should it be the purpose of the inheritors of Peter’s legacy to hold sway over the temporal lords of medieval Europe. Lastly, Marsilius offer the fact that jurisdiction of the holy father did should not find its way into temporal affairs, and that just as Christ was subject to man’s law, as exhibited by his punishment and crucifixion so to was the Holy Father to be in charge of the spiritual life of his subjects, but he must leave the eternal judgment of the action of man to God; he cannot take that place himself.

Subjective vs. Objective: There is clear sense of subjectivity in the document presented. Marsilius of Padua has a specific agenda that he is putting forth, and that is the necessity of the papacy to understand the parameters of its role on earth. Remember that Marsilius was writing in a time where there were the nascent stages of a shift in the rise of secular power, and the struggles of the papacy to retain their hold over the kings of Western Europe. Marsilius challenges the most significant of the weapons that the pope possessed, and that was the ability of a Pope to excommunicate rulers should they not follow the dictates of the papacy. Simply depicting the Pope as a person who is subordinate to the rule of temporal law was clearly revolutionary. Along with William of Ockham, who was one of  the leading proponents of a more clearly defied and active role of the laity in the affairs of the church, Marsilius of Padua was pushing a subjective agenda in this document.    
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