	US HISTORY
TEACHER PRESENTATION NOTES
THE SALEM WITCH TRIALS 1692


Two slides per page. Use the cards below as your teaching script for each slide.
		SLIDE 1
	The Salem Witch Trials, 1692


On-slide summary: The Salem Witch Trials, 1692; US History - Unit 2: Colonial America
TALKING POINTS
	•  Twenty people were executed in 1692 - nineteen hanged and one pressed to death - because a court accepted evidence no one else could check.
•  The key is a mechanism to trace, not a mystery to solve: a standard of evidence, a court under pressure, and a village already divided.
	
	•  Why would a community under real stress be quicker to believe an accusation than a calm one?
•  Note that by the end of the lesson, you should be able to explain why judges later banned the very evidence that convicted these people.



	BACKGROUND
•  Salem Village (modern Danvers) was a farming community about ten miles inland from the busier port of Salem Town, and the two had been feuding for years over taxes and independence.
•  The accusations ran from January 1692 through the following spring, but the executions themselves happened between June and September 1692.
•  This lesson traces one mechanism, not a mystery: how a specific standard of evidence let accusations become executions.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What would it take to convince a court that someone attacked you in a way nobody else could see?
•  Why might a community under stress be quicker to believe an accusation than a calm one?
•  What does it mean that officials themselves later admitted the trials were wrong?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Students should be able to connect their notes to: The Salem Witch Trials, 1692






		SLIDE 2
	Learning Targets


On-slide summary: Learning Targets; Explain what happened at Salem in 1692, and why it began.; Describe how one accusation became an arrest and a trial.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Target three is the spine of the lesson - spectral evidence explains why an accusation was so hard to defend against.
•  Target four asks you to weigh causes, not just list events: why these people, why this village, why this year?
	
	•  Which of these five targets do you expect to be hardest, and what makes you say so?
•  Note that target five is graded twice - once in the Activity's closing verdict and again on the quiz.



	BACKGROUND
•  Target three is the spine of the lesson: spectral evidence is the single mechanism that explains why accusations were so hard to defend against.
•  Target four asks students to weigh causes (fear, gossip, old grievances) rather than simply narrate a timeline.
•  Target five is graded in the Activity's closing verdict Part and in the quiz - it is not optional background.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which of these five targets sounds hardest to you before we start, and why?
•  What is the difference between describing what happened and judging why it happened?
•  What would count as proof that you had met target three?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Students should listen for: Explain what happened at Salem in 1692, and why it began.






		SLIDE 3
	A Community Already on Edge


On-slide summary: A Community Already on Edge; Note: None of this caused the trials by itself - it made the village primed to believe the worst.; Old grievances
TALKING POINTS
	•  Salem Village had lost repeated petitions to separate from Salem Town, a running source of resentment before any accusation.
•  Reverend Parris was the village's fourth minister in sixteen years, and disputes over his salary had already split the congregation.
	
	•  Why might a village already fighting over land lines and a minister's pay be quicker to suspect the worst of a neighbor?
•  War refugees fleeing King William's War were crowding into the area - real danger from the frontier, not just gossip.



	BACKGROUND
•  Salem Village had petitioned for years to become its own town, separate from Salem Town, and lost every time - a running source of resentment.
•  Reverend Samuel Parris was the village's fourth minister in sixteen years; disputes over his salary and firewood allowance split the congregation.
•  King William's War against France and its Wabanaki allies had been driving refugees south into Essex County since the late 1680s.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  How might years of arguing over land lines change how neighbors already felt about each other?
•  Why might a village fighting over its own minister's pay be quick to suspect the worst of someone?
•  What effect might refugees fleeing a war have on a community that already felt unsettled?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 1 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 4
	Two Words for the Place and Its People


On-slide summary: Two Words for the Place and Its People; Goodwife; The everyday title for a married woman of ordinary rank, often shortened to Goody
TALKING POINTS
	•  Goody or Goodwife marked ordinary rank, and most of the accused in 1692 carried that title, not the higher Mistress.
•  Salem Village is today's Danvers - Salem Town, the coastal city that kept the name, was a separate, feuding place in 1692.
	
	•  Both words are on the Reference Guide, so get them written down accurately before we move on.
•  Why might it matter for this lesson that most of the accused held the ordinary title, not the higher one?



	BACKGROUND
•  Goodwife/Goody marked ordinary rank, below Mistress; the accused in 1692 were overwhelmingly Goodwives, not Mistresses.
•  Salem Village is the modern town of Danvers, Massachusetts; Salem Town today is the coastal city that kept the Salem name.
•  Both terms sit on the Activity's Reference Guide, so students need them written down accurately here.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What does it tell you that most of the accused carried the ordinary title Goodwife, not the higher title Mistress?
•  Why might it matter that Salem Village and Salem Town were two different, feuding places?
•  What problems could come from a place name that changed after 1692?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 2 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 5
	It Started in a Minister's House


On-slide summary: It Started in a Minister's House; Two girls in the minister's household began having fits in January 1692.; Betty Parris, nine, and Abigail Williams, eleven, felt pain no one else saw.
TALKING POINTS
	•  A doctor examined the girls first and found nothing - only after medicine failed did neighbors reach for an unnatural cause.
•  Betty Parris was nine and Abigail Williams was eleven; write down that the first afflicted were children in the minister's own house.
	
	•  Why does the order matter here - illness, failed diagnosis, then accusation - rather than accusation first?
•  The witch cake is a folk-magic detail worth knowing, but it is not evidence of anything happening to the girls, just of what neighbors tried.



	BACKGROUND
•  Dr. William Griggs was the physician who examined the girls and reportedly suggested an 'evil hand' was responsible once he found no bodily cause.
•  The witch cake was baked by neighbor Mary Sibley, using a folk-magic method meant to reveal the identity of a tormentor - Parris later condemned it publicly.
•  Fits of this kind, unexplained by the medicine of the day, were reported in several other New England villages before and after 1692, though none escalated like Salem's.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a doctor's failure to find a cause push people toward an unnatural explanation instead of a medical one?
•  What does the order of events - illness, failed diagnosis, accusation - tell you about how this began?
•  Should a folk remedy like the witch cake count as evidence of anything happening to the girls?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 3 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 6
	Two Words for What the Accusers Said


On-slide summary: Two Words for What the Accusers Said; Spectral evidence; Testimony that an accuser saw the shape of a person hurting them when no one else present could see it
TALKING POINTS
	•  Spectral evidence is always a claim someone made in court, never a fact anyone else could check - hold that distinction all lesson.
•  The theory was that Satan could not borrow an innocent person's shape without consent, so the shape itself was treated as guilt.
	
	•  How would you disprove a claim that only your accuser says they can see?
•  Afflicted is the record's own word for the accusers - use it, but remember it describes what they said, not a fact we can verify.



	BACKGROUND
•  Spectral evidence rested on the theory that Satan could not use an innocent person's shape without that person's consent - a theory later ministers argued was unprovable.
•  The word afflicted appears constantly in the 1692 record; it is the period's own label for the accusers, not a neutral modern description.
•  No one besides the afflicted person ever claimed to see the specter - that is exactly what made the claim impossible to disprove.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would testimony that only one person could see be so hard for an accused person to argue against?
•  What is the difference between saying 'she afflicted them' and 'accusers testified they saw her shape afflict them'?
•  If you were on trial, how would you disprove a claim that only your accuser could observe?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 4 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 7
	The First Three Accused


On-slide summary: The First Three Accused; Tituba; An enslaved woman in the Parris household.
TALKING POINTS
	•  All three warrants were issued the same day, February 29, 1692 - the accusations moved from household illness to formal charges almost overnight.
•  Tituba's confession is the turning point: it turned one household's illness into proof, in the room's eyes, of an organized conspiracy of witches.
	
	•  What do Tituba, Sarah Good, and Sarah Osborne have in common before any accusation was ever made against them?
•  Sarah Osborne's irregular church attendance alone helped make her a target - note how thin the basis for suspicion already was.



	BACKGROUND
•  Warrants for all three were issued on the same day, February 29, 1692, based on the complaints of the afflicted girls and their families.
•  Tituba's confession is often treated as the turning point - it converted an isolated household illness into proof that a conspiracy of witches was operating.
•  Sarah Osborne had not attended church in over a year, which by itself made her a target for suspicion in a community that took church attendance seriously.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What do these three women have in common before any accusation was made against them?
•  Why might confessing and naming others have seemed like the safer choice to Tituba?
•  What does it say about the process that irregular church attendance alone could raise suspicion?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 5 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 8
	Two Words for the Questioning


On-slide summary: Two Words for the Questioning; Examination; The public questioning of an accused person, held in front of the whole town, to decide whether the case went on to trial
TALKING POINTS
	•  An examination decided only whether a case moved to trial, not guilt - though almost everyone examined ended up in jail anyway.
•  John Hathorne and Jonathan Corwin conducted nearly every early examination together - the same two men, over and over.
	
	•  How would having no defense lawyer change what an accused person could do in that room?
•  Write down both words now - the Activity's Reference Guide and the next two slides both depend on the distinction.



	BACKGROUND
•  An examination decided only whether a case went forward to trial, not guilt itself - though in practice almost every examined suspect was jailed.
•  Magistrates John Hathorne and Jonathan Corwin, both local officials, conducted nearly all of the early Salem examinations together.
•  Colonial law gave the accused no right to a defense attorney in 1692; the magistrate's questions went directly to the accused in open court.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might it matter that an examination was public, with hundreds of spectators watching?
•  What could go wrong when the same two magistrates conducted almost every examination?
•  How would having no lawyer change what an accused person could do to defend themselves?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 6 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 9
	Inside the Meetinghouse


On-slide summary: Inside the Meetinghouse; Watch out: This was a public hearing to decide on a trial, not the trial itself.; The room
TALKING POINTS
	•  Hundreds of spectators packed the meetinghouse for a session like this - the pressure of a public audience, not a closed courtroom.
•  Refusing the accused permission to pray was itself read as suspicious by the room, since a pious person, the logic went, would be allowed to pray freely.
	
	•  What is the real difference between a public hearing like this one and a trial with a jury?
•  This is the exact kind of session the Activity's Primary Source Spotlight comes from - Lawson's own eyewitness account.



	BACKGROUND
•  Deodat Lawson, the village's former minister, was present for sessions like this one and later published his own eyewitness narrative of them.
•  Refusing an accused person permission to pray was itself read by spectators as suspicious - a pious person, the logic went, would be allowed to pray freely.
•  Meetinghouses were the largest public buildings in most New England villages, which is why hundreds of spectators could fit inside for a session like this.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What effect might hundreds of watching spectators have had on the accused, and on the magistrates?
•  Why might refusing someone permission to pray be read as suspicious by the room?
•  What is the difference between a public hearing like this and a trial with a jury?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 7 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 10
	A Question That Assumed the Answer


On-slide summary: A Question That Assumed the Answer; The opening question asked why you hurt these children - never whether you did.; It asked for a reason, not for proof that anything had happened at all.
TALKING POINTS
	•  The magistrate's opening question assumed guilt before any evidence was heard - that is the definition of a leading question.
•  Denial did not help the accused, since the room read it as more proof of guilt, not evidence of innocence.
	
	•  How would you rewrite this question so it no longer assumes the answer?
•  Compare this to a modern court, where the state must prove guilt first - this process worked in the opposite order.



	BACKGROUND
•  This kind of leading question is called begging the question - the phrasing takes the conclusion for granted rather than testing it.
•  Because denial was read as further proof of guilt, an accused person had no answer available that the room would accept as innocent.
•  This pattern repeated across dozens of examinations in the surviving 1692 court records, not just in a single case.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  How would you rewrite the magistrate's question so it does not assume guilt?
•  Why did denying the charge fail to help an accused person in this system?
•  What makes a question 'leading,' and why does that matter in any court, then or now?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 8 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 11
	What Lawson's Account Can and Cannot Show


On-slide summary: What Lawson's Account Can and Cannot Show; Note: Every primary source can answer some questions and not others - name which is which before you trust it.; What it can show
TALKING POINTS
	•  Lawson had been the village's own minister before Parris - he was not a neutral outsider describing this community.
•  Being present and being neutral are two different things; weigh Lawson's account for what it can show, not for what it cannot.
	
	•  What can an eyewitness account answer that an official court transcript cannot, and what is true the other way around?
•  This is the exact source behind the Activity's Primary Source Spotlight, so this weighing matters for graded work.



	BACKGROUND
•  Deodat Lawson published 'A Brief and True Narrative' later in 1692, based on his own visit to Salem Village that March.
•  Lawson had served as the village's minister before Parris, so he had personal history with the community he was describing.
•  His account is one of the fullest eyewitness sources for the March examinations; the colony's own official record of that examination survives separately and is not reproduced here.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why does it matter that Lawson was a former minister of this exact village, not an outside observer?
•  What kinds of questions can an eyewitness account answer that an official court record cannot, and the reverse?
•  If Lawson's account is the fullest source we have, what should that caution you to do with it?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 9 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 12
	Two Words for the Trials


On-slide summary: Two Words for the Trials; Court of Oyer and Terminer; The special court created in 1692 to hear and decide the Salem witchcraft cases
TALKING POINTS
	•  'Oyer and terminer' is legal French for 'to hear and to determine' - a special court built for exactly this backlog of cases.
•  The confession pattern created a real incentive: confess and name others, and you were held but not executed.
	
	•  Why does a confession that names other people do more damage than one that names no one?
•  This court's authority came from the new royal charter of 1691 Governor Phips carried over from England in May 1692.



	BACKGROUND
•  'Oyer and terminer' is Anglo-French legal language meaning 'to hear and to determine,' a standard name for a special criminal court in this era.
•  The court's authority came from the colony's new royal charter of 1691, which Governor Phips carried with him from England in May 1692.
•  The pattern behind the second word - confess and live, deny and hang - is documented across the surviving trial and jail records.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might the colony have needed a special court instead of using its ordinary courts for these cases?
•  What real-world incentive did the confession pattern create for an accused person, guilty or not?
•  Why does a confession that names others do more damage than a confession that names no one?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 10 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 13
	The Jails Are Already Full


On-slide summary: The Jails Are Already Full; Massachusetts had gone years without a valid charter or a settled court system.; Governor Phips arrived in May 1692 to jails already crowded with the accused.
TALKING POINTS
	•  The court was a reaction to jail crowding, not a calm, planned process - Phips created it the same month he arrived to a colony in crisis.
•  William Stoughton led the court and pushed it to move quickly - the first hanging came within days of its first sitting.
	
	•  What problems can come from a court built specifically to clear a backlog fast?
•  Massachusetts had gone without a clear legal court system for years before this - that vacuum shaped everything that followed.



	BACKGROUND
•  Massachusetts had been operating without a valid charter since 1684, leaving no clear legal court system in place until Phips's arrival.
•  William Stoughton, the new lieutenant governor, served as chief justice and pushed the court to move quickly through its caseload.
•  The very first trial, of Bridget Bishop, ended in a hanging on June 10, 1692 - within days of the court's first sitting.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a court under pressure to clear a backlog make different decisions than a court with no time pressure?
•  What problems can come from putting the person leading the court in charge of moving quickly through cases?
•  How might the absence of a legal government for years have shaped what happened once one finally existed?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 11 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 14
	Confess and Live, Deny and Hang


On-slide summary: Confess and Live, Deny and Hang; Key Concept: The court built a real incentive to confess, whether or not the confession was true.; Confessed and named others
TALKING POINTS
	•  Not one of roughly fifty confessors was executed while standing by the confession - the one man hanged after confessing, Samuel Wardwell, had retracted his first.
•  Several confessors later said they had confessed only because it seemed like the one way to survive the process.
	
	•  What would you have done if confessing, even falsely, meant you would live?
•  Every one of the nineteen people hanged had maintained their innocence all the way through - denial was the more dangerous choice.



	BACKGROUND
•  Not one of the roughly fifty people who confessed to witchcraft in 1692 was executed while standing by that confession - the one man hanged after confessing, Samuel Wardwell, had retracted his confession first.
•  Several confessors, including Tituba, later said they had confessed only because they were threatened or because it seemed like the only way to survive.
•  Every one of the nineteen people hanged had maintained their innocence through trial and sentencing.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What would you have done if confessing, even falsely, meant you would survive?
•  Why might a false confession that names other people be especially dangerous to a community?
•  What does it say about the court's process that innocence was the more dangerous position to hold?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 12 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 15
	The Numbers


On-slide summary: The Numbers; People hanged, June to September 1692; 19
TALKING POINTS
	•  Nineteen people were hanged between June and September 1692 - state that number plainly, without dramatizing it.
•  Giles Corey refused to plead at all, and the court pressed him with stones to try to force a plea; he died without ever pleading.
	
	•  Why report 'well over 100' jailed rather than a single precise figure the sources do not agree on?
•  At least five people died in jail awaiting trial - a toll separate from, and easy to forget next to, the executions themselves.



	BACKGROUND
•  Giles Corey refused to enter a plea at all, so the court applied peine forte et dure - pressing with stones - to try to force one; he died without pleading, on September 19, 1692.
•  The 'at least 5' who died in jail includes Sarah Osborne and infants and elderly prisoners who did not survive the conditions of confinement.
•  Estimates of the total jailed run from about 150 to over 200 across different sources; 'well over 100' is the conservative, defensible figure.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a court record the number of people jailed less carefully than the number executed?
•  What does Giles Corey's death by pressing tell you about what happened to someone who refused to participate in the process at all?
•  Why is it important to say 'well over 100' rather than pick a single precise number you cannot fully verify?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 13 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 16
	Two Words for Taking It Back


On-slide summary: Two Words for Taking It Back; Petition; A signed written request asking officials to take a specific action
TALKING POINTS
	•  Neighbors petitioned on behalf of several accused, including Rebecca Nurse, and most of those petitions were ignored at the height of the trials.
•  To recant means taking a statement back publicly, not just regretting it privately - that distinction matters for what comes next.
	
	•  Why might a signed petition fail to stop a trial that was already moving forward?
•  Both words describe what people did once the trials began to turn - write them down before the next two slides.



	BACKGROUND
•  Neighbors submitted petitions on behalf of several accused, including Rebecca Nurse, testifying to their good character - most were ignored at the height of the trials.
•  To recant is distinct from simply regretting something privately; it means saying so publicly, often years afterward.
•  Both words are on the Reference Guide and both are needed to follow the final third of this lesson.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a signed petition from neighbors have failed to stop a trial already underway?
•  What is the difference between privately regretting something and publicly recanting it?
•  Who would find it hardest to recant publicly, and why?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 14 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 17
	Ministers Object, and the Court Shuts Down


On-slide summary: Ministers Object, and the Court Shuts Down; Remember: The trials did not end because everyone agreed the accused were innocent - they ended because the standard of evidence was thrown out.; The objection
TALKING POINTS
	•  Increase Mather argued in print that spectral evidence could convict an innocent person, since no one else could ever check the claim.
•  He wrote it was better for ten suspected witches to escape than for one innocent person to be condemned - name what that argument assumes.
	
	•  The standard of evidence changed first, and acquittals followed almost immediately - opinion did not have to shift for the process to stop.
•  Why does an objection from inside the colony's own ministry carry more weight here than one from outsiders would?



	BACKGROUND
•  Increase Mather's 'Cases of Conscience Concerning Evil Spirits' was published in October 1692 and circulated among the colony's ministers and magistrates.
•  Cotton Mather, Increase's son, had defended the trials earlier in 1692, creating a visible split within one prominent family.
•  Governor Phips dissolved the Court of Oyer and Terminer on October 29, 1692, and issued pardons for the remaining accused by May 1693.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might an objection from inside the colony's own religious leadership carry more weight than one from outsiders?
•  What does Mather's 'better ten escape than one innocent condemned' argument assume about the cost of being wrong?
•  Why does changing a rule of evidence matter more here than changing any one person's opinion?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 15 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 18
	Saying It Was Wrong


On-slide summary: Saying It Was Wrong; 1697; Massachusetts held a colony-wide day of fasting over what had happened.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Samuel Sewall was one of the nine judges on the court - his 1697 confession was read aloud while he stood in his own church.
•  Ann Putnam Jr. had been one of the most active child accusers in 1692, which makes her 1706 apology to the Salem Village church especially striking.
	
	•  Why might it have taken years, not months, for officials to say publicly that the trials were wrong?
•  The 1711 legislature restored names and paid some families, but not everyone received either an apology or compensation.



	BACKGROUND
•  Samuel Sewall was one of the nine judges who had sat on the Court of Oyer and Terminer; his 1697 confession was read aloud while he stood in Boston's Old South Church.
•  Ann Putnam Jr. had been one of the most active accusers as a child in 1692; her 1706 apology was read to the Salem Village congregation.
•  The 1711 legislative act cleared the names of many, though not all, of the convicted, and paid compensation to some families - some names were not formally cleared until 1957 or later.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a judge's public confession carry different weight than an accuser's apology?
•  What might explain why some families never received either an apology or compensation?
•  Why do you think it took years, not months, for officials to say the trials were wrong?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 16 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 19
	How Later Americans Pictured It


On-slide summary: How Later Americans Pictured It; Nobody present in 1692 recorded these examinations in a drawing or painting.; In 1853, 161 years later, painter T. H. Matteson imagined what it looked like.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Nobody in the room in 1692 made a picture of it - Matteson painted this scene 161 years later, in 1853, with no eyewitness source.
•  He added a body search for a witch's mark and accusers collapsing in fits - both his own invention, not documented parts of these examinations.
	
	•  Why might a painter working over a century later feel free to invent dramatic details a court record never would?
•  The next slide shows the painting itself - look for exactly these two invented details before you read the caption.



	BACKGROUND
•  T. H. Matteson was a nineteenth-century American genre and history painter working more than a century and a half after the trials, with no eyewitness source to work from.
•  The body search Matteson painted reflects a real historical practice - searching an accused person's body for a 'witch's mark' - but it is not documented as part of the March 1692 examinations his painting claims to depict.
•  Popular nineteenth-century imagery like this shaped how generations of Americans have pictured Salem, often more than the surviving court record itself did.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why might a painter working 161 years later feel free to invent details a court record would not include?
•  What is the difference between a painting that illustrates an era and a painting that documents a specific event?
•  How should a historian treat a famous, widely reproduced image that was never based on an eyewitness source?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Guided Notes Section 17 blanks from this slide.






		SLIDE 20
	Examination of a Witch, Painted in 1853


On-slide summary: Examination of a Witch, Painted in 1853; Painted in 1853, 161 years later. The artist invented this scene.; Added: body search
TALKING POINTS
	•  Name the two invented details out loud before reading the caption: the body search and the accusers collapsing in fits.
•  Note that this is the full, uncropped composition - a cropped version circulating online is not classroom-appropriate and is not used here.
	
	•  Why do textbooks so often reprint this painting as though it were drawn from life in 1692?
•  Did you know the painting hangs today in the Peabody Essex Museum in Salem, Massachusetts, near where the events took place?



	BACKGROUND
•  This is the full, uncropped composition; a tightly cropped variant circulates online that enlarges the disrobed figure and is not classroom-appropriate - use only the full painting.
•  The painting hangs in the Peabody Essex Museum in Salem, Massachusetts, and is frequently reproduced in textbooks as if it were a historical illustration from 1692 itself.
•  Searching an accused person's body for a 'witch's mark' was a real practice in some witchcraft cases, but it is not part of this lesson's documented account of the March 1692 examinations.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which details in this painting can you identify as the artist's own invention?
•  Why do textbooks so often reprint this painting as if it were a picture from 1692?
•  What responsibility does a modern reader have when using a famous image like this one?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks are bound to this slide; it illustrates the concept taught on the preceding Guided Notes section.






		SLIDE 21
	Key Takeaways


On-slide summary: Key Takeaways; A minister's household, old grievances, and a frontier war left Salem on edge.; Spectral evidence let an unseen, unprovable claim count as proof in court.
TALKING POINTS
	•  All five takeaways are graded: the quiz covers every one, the exit ticket covers the trials' end, and the Activity grades the reasoning.
•  The through-line is the standard of evidence, not the supernatural - that one choice explains most of what follows from it.
	
	•  Which of these five takeaways best explains why the trials could happen at all?
•  Salem did not end because of sudden enlightenment - it ended because a rule of evidence was withdrawn under real pressure.



	BACKGROUND
•  Every takeaway here is graded: the quiz covers all five, the exit ticket covers the last third of the lesson, and the Activity's closing verdict Part grades the reasoning behind them.
•  The through-line is that a court's chosen standard of evidence, not the supernatural itself, is what makes this story explicable.
•  Salem's end is not a story of sudden enlightenment; it is a story of a rule of evidence being withdrawn under pressure.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which of these five takeaways surprised you most, and why?
•  Which one best explains why the trials could happen at all?
•  What would have had to change in January 1692 for this outcome to be different?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Students should listen for: A minister's household, old grievances, and a frontier war left Salem on edge.
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