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-FOREWORD“A lie told
often enough
becomes the
truth”
Vladimir Lenin

When we talk about history we often think of it as distant events, places and
people, detached from the current reality and more importantly from ourselves.
That history is always written and remembered in stone, unchangeable and
everlasting. This is what history meant to a lot of us narrow minded students, when
we began on our history essays.

History and politics
But now history has taken on a new appearance, it is no longer the stone slab of
yore upon which mundane facts are written upon, it is now an organic subject
which changes and reacts with time. Similar to how the pigs in Animal farm rewrote
the seven rules, history can be rewritten and manipulated as well.
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Individuals

in

positions of authority
are

constantly

changing
using

history,
politics

to

misshape

the

collective conscience
of the general public.
For example, in the
past

”Think of the
press as the
great keyboard
on which the
government can
play”
Joseph Gobbels

Jews

believed
inferior,

were

to

be

now

such

anti-semitic sentiment
would get you jailed
for up to 5 years.
Through
like

instances

this

realise

began

to

how history

can be created using
mass

media,

education,

politics

and propaganda.

Conventions of
the past
Secondly we learnt to challenge the conventional perspective of history that has
been ingrained into the social conscience. When asked is Martin Luther King the
father of the civil rights, one might answer resoundingly, yes! But is that really true?
likewise, can we say with certainty that Hitler’s government was indeed a nightmare
for politicians? These conventions have been ingrained into society due to our
retrospective knowledge, because we already know the outcome of these questions.
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But we often fail to
consider

the

circumstances

in

which these events
occurred

in.

Perhaps they failed,
not

because

the

leader was bad, but
because

the

“Those who
don’t know
history are
destined to
repeat it”
Edmund Burke

circumstances were
horrible. History has
taught us to not only
challenge
assumptions,

but

also understand it
without the bias of
retrospect.

Conclusion
In conclusion history is a lot more than mere fact and memorization. It is an informed
analysis of the past in order to extrapolate into the future, to make informed choices in
the present. As Edmund Burke, and a lot of other history students once quoted, those
who do not learn from history are bound to repeat it. Therefore learn from the past,
learn it well, and relish in the comfort of making choices in, only, a partial vacuum.

“History is formed by the people, those who have
power and those without power. Each one of us
makes history” Anselm Kiefer
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War

Wars have been etched into the makings of history since the millennium of time. Be it the
prehistoric ages or the 20th Century, war was indubitably significant in deciding the fate of
many individuals, communities and nations, and formed the many facets of the world as we
know today. War is usually depicted to be a one-dimensional subject, where it is only about
which nation has the superior military forces to overpower the other. However, war is much
more than that; to the events that led up to the war and the motives behind every nation, war
is an interesting subject to study as a whole. Hence, in these essays we will be delving into the
intricacies of war, examining the many areas which make up the subject of war, and in the
process reveal the significance of war in the history of today
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Tactics or Technology:
Which one played a larger role in ensuring victory in battles in World War 2?

Brawn or Brains?
Many stories and legends have
been told in which a brilliant
commander comes up with a
genius plan to turn the tide of
battle against a far superior force.
Do such things actually happen in
real life? Could tactics actually
provide an advantage an inferior
force needs to defeat a far
superior force? During World War
2, many battles were fought, with
each side having differing levels
of technological advancement.
Logic dictates that the side with
the
weaker
weapons
and
vehicles would lose, but there
have been numerous cases
where a force, previously thought
outmatched by their enemy,
turned the tide of battles with
strategies thought up by their
commanders

Conventional View:
The Bigger Gun
It is the conventional view that
having superior, more advanced
and developed technology can
give large advantages in combat.
Technologically superior guns
allows soldiers to fire faster and
with
more
accuracy,
technologically superior tanks
can better resist enemy weapons,
and
technologically
superior
planes can outmanoeuvre and
destroy their less advanced
counterparts. The most obvious
example of technology winning
battles
or
providing
large
advantages in WW2 would be the
atomic bomb, which did not just
win a battle, it won the war. If not
for the atomic bomb, the Allied
forces would have needed to
painstakingly invade mainland
Japan, facing large numbers of
Japanese soldiers and aircraft
ready to die for their homeland.
The usage of the atomic bomb,
although resulting in the death of

4I | Tan Yi Song (19)
Left: Stuka dive bombers
were used extensively in the
Blitzkrieg Tactic
over a hundred thousand
Japanese, saved the lives of
millions of allied soldiers, and
led to the unconditional
surrender of the Japanese.
This shows the significance of
the impact having superior
technology had on victory in
WW2.

Less is More
However, superior technology
may not guarantee victory. The
impact
of
having
more
advanced technology may not
be enough to attain victory over
an
enemy
with
other
advantages, such as numbers
or terrain. Possession of
technologically
superior
equipment may come at a cost,
such as decreased production
or misallocation of valuable
resources. In order to obtain
the technology in the first place,
resources would have had to
be allocated to research and
development of the technology,
which would take time and
would lessen the amount of
resources that could be be
allocated to the war effort. An
example of technology causing
defeat would be Hitler’s
‘wunderwaffe’ projects. These
projects were too ambitious for
Germany to accomplish at the
time, and not only failed to
come into fruition, they also
drained large amounts of
valuable resources that could
have been used to strengthen

Above: Graf Zeppelin aircraft
carrier moored at Stettin,
safeguarded from attacks
WunderWaffe: German for
‘Wonder-Weapon. These were
usually somewhat feasible and
costly projects which were
advertised by the Third Reich
Propaganda as tide-turning
superweapons. However, with
the exception of the V-weapons,
they were mostly unsuccessful
or had too little of an impact.

Above: Cutaway view of a V-1 flying
bomb, a predecessor to the modern
InterContinental
Ballistic
the
German army.
OneMissiles
example
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of a failed ‘wunderwaffe’ project
would be the Graf Zeppelin. The
Graf Zeppelin was an aircraft
carrier of substantial size,
displacing just under 20000
tonnes. Construction began in
1935, but its flaws due to German
inexperience in building aircraft
carriers had to be corrected
through a series of modifications.
In the end, it was never
completed before the defeat of
Germany in WW2, wasting
resources that could have been
used for other things. This gross
misallocation
of
resources
resulted in the German army
being undersupplied in the later
stages of the war and served to
15-inch
(38.1cm)
coastal
defense
guns along
the coast of
Singapore
defended it
from sea
attacks
speed up their defeat.

Unconventional
view:
Outthinking the enemy
A less conventional view would
be that tactics were more
important in attaining victory in
battles in WW2. Numerous
battles in the past have shown
that even with inferior forces at
their
disposal,
skilled
commanders have managed to
turn the tide of battles with
intelligent and unexpected tactics.
In the Battle of Singapore, the
British believed Singapore to be
invincible, and with good reason.
Singapore was defended by a
couple of powerful warships,
squadrons of Hawker Hurricanes,
and massive coastal guns up to
15-inch in calibre. The British
troops also outnumbered the
Japanese more than 2 to 1. The
Japanese commander, however,
managed to devise a tactic to
crush the British fortress in a
short
time. The
Japanese
bombarded the British airfields
using their artillery, destroying
most of the British airplanes,

allowing the Japanese to use
bombers to sink the British
warships. The Japanese then
invaded Singapore through the
Johore strait. The Japanese
soldiers were ordered to treat
the British as no more than
their worst enemy, and to take
no prisoners. This allowed the
Japanese to advance quicker
through Singapore. The British
commander, Percival, also
failed to properly position his
troops, dispersing them across
the 70 mile coastline of
Singapore. As his troops were
spread too thinly, the Japanese
easily broke through. The
tactics used by the Japanese
troops allowed them to
defeat
the
numerically
superior British troops in the
battle of Singapore. Another
example would be the naval
battle of Midway. In the
battle of midway, a massive
Japanese
armada,
consisting of over a hundred
ships and 4 carriers faced off
against a much smaller
American fleet consisting of
only 3 carriers. However, the
Japanese made many fatal
errors. Yamamoto split up his
massive fleet into many small
groups cut off from support
from
one-another.
The
Americans
utilized
dive
bombers effectively and kept
their carriers out of range of
Japanese battleships, allowing
the Americans to sink all four
Japanese carriers while losing
one of their own. This crippled
the Japanese naval presence,
stripping Japanese fleets of
much needed air support. Thus,
Tactics are the most important
factor in battles as even with an
inferior force, proper tactics can
still allow a skilled commander
to attain victory.

Above: German Commander
Heinz Guderian, the strategist
responsible for the Blitzkrieg
tactic which brought France
to its knees
Below: British Expeditionary
Force soldiers stationed in
France in 1940

Tactics vs Technology
Tactics provide a larger
advantage
compared
to
technology. While advanced
technology
can
provide
advantages in battle, it is far
quicker to come up with a tactic
to
counter
an
enemy
technological advantage than it
is for the enemy to research

Above: Japanese carrier Hiryū
being hit by American dive
bombers during the battle of
Midway

and

develop

that

particular
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The most numerous
German tank, the Panzer II
light tank (Above) was no
match for its French
equivalent, the French
Somua S35 medium
tank( right) with its 55mm
thick armor

Tiger 1: German heavy tank equipped with
a 88mm anti-tank gun and thick 100mm
armor
Panther: German medium tank equipped
with a 75mm anti-tank gun and 80mm
armor
Ten-Year Rule: A British government
guideline adopted in August 1919 that the
armed forces should draft their estimates
on the assumption that the British Empire
would not be engaged in any great war
over the next 10 years

Tiger 1 tanks (above)
spearheaded the German
assault on Kursk

Question to think about: Could
Germany have won the battle of
Kursk had they not waited for the
Tigers and Panthers to arrive?
technology itself. Not only do

technological advantages take a
long time to research, they also
eat up lots of resources. All that
is needed for tactics are
intelligent commanders and welltrained soldiers. Such is the case
in the Battle of France from 19401941. The French and British had
a massive advantage in terms of
armoured vehicles. The French
and British tanks were much
more powerful and advanced
than the ones the Germans had,
being effectively indestructible
against many guns. The German
commander, Heinz Guderian,
negated this advantage by
utilizing the Blitzkrieg, ‘lightning
war’ tactic, sending a small
number of his forces to the
German expected avenue of
attack and drawing the majority of
the French’s best troops and
tanks to defend against the
assault that never came, before
smashing
through
the
undermanned French defence
lines with such speed and ferocity
that the French were not able to
react in time and were quickly
crushed. This tactic allowed the
Germans
to
negate
the
advantages the French and
British forces had in artillery and
powerful,
technologically
advanced
tanks.
Another
example of tactics being more
advantageous was the battle of
Kursk in 1943. In that battle, the
Germans encircled and attacked
the Soviet army at Kursk.
However, Soviet spies managed
to find out about the attack,
allowing the Soviets to amass
large amounts of forces to defend
Kursk. Hitler could have attacked
before the Russians managed to
properly reinforce the area, but
held off the attack in order to wait
for the new Tigers and Panthers
to arrive, confident in their ability
to break through Soviet lines.
However, in the end, while the
Soviets lost five times more tanks
than the Germans, they still
managed
to
achieve
their
objective, which was to halt the
German advance. With this battle,
the German army lost their
momentum and begun to be
pushed back to Berlin. While the
Tiger and Panther were certainly
more advanced and powerful

than any tank the Allies could
have fielded at the time, they
were not the battle-winners that
Hitler had hoped for. The
Germans were unable to break
through the Soviet lines due to
Hitler’s poor judgement, while the
Russians’ exploitation of the
advantageous terrain and their
effective distribution of forces
between primary and secondary
objectives led to a strategic
Soviet victory and crippled the
German army on the Eastern
front for the remainder of the war.

Historiography
Militaristic politicians such as
Hitler preferred more militaryrelated
technological
advancements over reliance on
tactics.
More
diplomatic
politicians such as the British
government of 1919, however,
would have claimed that proper
tactics would be enough to
resolve military conflicts, with
military
technological
advancements being not needed
as much in order to avoid
excessive weapons development.
One example of such is the TenYear Rule adopted by Britain, or
a quote from the 34th president of
the United States: “Every gun
that is made, every warship
launched, every rocket fired
signifies in the final sense, a theft
from those who hunger and are
not fed, those who are cold and
are not clothed. This world in
arms is not spending money
alone. It is spending the sweat of
its labourers, the genius of its
scientists, the hopes of its
children. This is not a way of life
at all in any true sense. Under the
clouds of war, it is humanity
hanging on a cross of iron.”
Excessive military technological
advancements can lead to other
countries becoming nervous and
start to develop their own military
technology, leading to a cold warlike scenario, such as how
Russia was nervous at the
prospect of the American atomic
bomb and wanted to develop its
own to keep up. The role
technology played in WW2 has
been
frequently
rendered
inaccurate in movies for the sake
of entertainment, such as being
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overblown or underwhelmed for
the sake of the plot. While this
can make more people be
interested in technology in WW2,
it can also cause inaccuracies as
people
believe
what
was
portrayed in the movies to be
truth. Examples include the
movie ‘Fury’. In the movie,
following the story of the crew of
an American Sherman tank, the
German Tiger tank was shown to
be a near-unstoppable force,
crushing many American tanks
with ease. In real life, the
Sherman was actually more
effective than the Tiger in terms
of infantry support, which was its
intended role. Because of the
exaggeration of the role of
technology,
more
people
associate WW2 with the atomic
bomb and tanks than the tactics
used and the soldiers killed.

Media
Media during WW2 was more
focused on the technological
aspect of things, as it was easier
for the public to understand and
be
motivated
by
posters
demonstrating the superiority of
the equipment used by the
military than the tactics used. An
example of this would be the
Russian propaganda poster that
says “For the mighty technology
in
the
Red
Army!”
By
emphasizing the importance of
military technology in the form of
propaganda, the public would put
more confidence and support in
the
development
of
more
advanced technologies. Post-war,
however, the media would
cooperate with the government to
focus on the leaders and the
suffering of the soldiers, and less
on the military technology. This
was to lessen public interest in
military technology and decrease
the people’s interest towards
further
developing
more
advanced technology, as that
could instigate further conflict.
For example, the August 14,
1945 issue of ‘The Dallas

“Every gun that is made,
every warship launched,
every rocket fired signifies
in the final sense, a theft
from those who hunger
and are not fed, those
who are cold and are not
clothed. This world in
arms is not spending
money alone. It is
spending the sweat of its
labourers, the genius of
its scientists, the hopes of
its children. This is not a
way of life at all in any
true sense. Under the
clouds of war, it is
humanity hanging on a
cross of iron.” -- Dwight D.
Eisenhower
Morning News’, in which the
newspaper’s
front
page
covered how the city helped
American soldiers in the
frontlines and what President
Truman had to say about the
end of the war, but nothing
about technology. In current
times of peace, countries
manufacturing technologically
advanced weapons, such as
Germany’s Leopard 2, would
portray their weapons in a
positive light to other countries in
order to sell them off for profit.

Conclusion
In conclusion, while technology
can
certainly
provide
an
advantage in war, tactics can be
devised rather quickly to counter
those technological advantages.
Tactics do not require much time

Movies like Fury (above) and
Games like World of Tanks and
War Thunder (below) represent
the German Tiger 1 as being a
vastly superior tank than the
American Sherman. However, the
truth may be vastly different.

Below: American propaganda, the
‘LeMay Bombing Leaflet’ dropped
over Japan signifying the
technological superiority of the
American planes and warning
civilians to evacuate cities

and resources to come up with,
only needing a good commander
to be able to come up with.
Technological advantages, on the
other hand, usually require
months of research and lots of
resources that could potentially
hamper a war effort instead of
helping it should the technology
not be successful or up to par.
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The Politics Of Air Warfare
Tan Jyh Hern

FLYING FORTRESS
Produced in great numbders, the
B-17 was the most influential bomber
to be used in the second World War
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A staple of the United States Strategic Air Command, the B-52 is shown here
dropping its impressive bombload.

“We thought of air
warfare in 1938
rather as people
think of nuclear
warfare today.”

traditional forms of combat, such
as infantry and land warfare, and
against modern forms of warfare,
such as nuclear warfare.

This statement was made
by the former British Prime Minister (1957-1963), Harold Macmillan
over half a century ago, but it very
much holds true today. Air power has evolved from being a mere
experiment on the battlefields of
World War I to becoming an integral part of modern warfare. With
this progress, it has brought many
changes to the political landscape.
This essay serves to explore how
aviation had an impact on the demands of military commanders,
leaders of individual nations and
the political environment. The role
air power plays in warfare will be
analyzed, as well as its use in military coercion as a deterrence force
to dissuade an adversary from initiating an attack. The effects military
aviation has had on the battlefield
will be evaluated with other, more

It would be foolish to say
that air power had not had an impact on politics, even from the early days. Air power has influenced
individual nations and their foreign
policies, and has affected political
leaders’ views on power and security. The British government’s policy
of appeasement towards Germany
before World War II was partially
due to the superior air force Germany possessed at that point of time,
both in numbers and in technology, and the belief that air power
could cause destruction on a large
scale, both on the battlefield and
to densely-populated civilian areas
such as cities. An estimation by the
Joint Planning Sub-Committee of
the Chiefs of Staff had placed the
number of casualties London might
expect in the first 24 hours of an

Effect On Politics

air attack by Germany at around 20
000, with the number rising to 150
000 in a week. Neville Chamberlain had been opposed to the starting of a war with Germany over
Czechoslovakia in 1938, as he had
a fear of the German air threat in
that point of time. Flying back to
London after a visit to Germany
that same year, in the words of Uri
Bialer, a prominent political historian, ‘he had imagined a German
bomber flying the same course, he
had asked himself what degree of
protection they could afford to the
thousands of homes which he had
seen stretched out below him, and
he had felt that we were in no position to justify waging a war today
in order to prevent a war hereafter’. With air attack now being a
prime consideration by the British,
defensive measures were rushed
into place. An advanced radar system to combat the threat of posed
by the German Luftwaffe, made
up of many radar stations dotting
the shores of Britain, was fully integrated into Britain’s national air
defense, and was the most sophisticated in the world by the time
the Battle of Britain happened in
the mid-1940s. Britain also had
stepped up the production rates of
her military aircraft, with the ratio
of number of aircraft manufactured
in Britain surpassing Germany by
2 to 1, and had churned out 10,000
aircraft by the end of 1940, compared to Germany’s 8,000. As the
Germans had planned to carry out a
heavy bombing campaign of London in the London Blitz to weaken
the British morale, they had only
planned to use air power, which
was what they considered to be the
most powerful form of attack at that
point in time. Thus,
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air power had played a pivotal role
in this battle, and any form of land
base combat was minimal, if not
negligible.
The Nuclear Age
This inherent fear of another country’s perceived air force was
also present between other nations,
especially with the introduction of
the nuclear bomb. Now with the
capability to raze an entire city to
the ground with just one bomb, air
power had become a platform for
these doomsday weapons, causing
political leaders to be take air warfare far more seriously than ever before, due to its potential large scale
and long term destruction. The only
use of nuclear weapons in warfare
was one that used air power as its
mode of delivery: the atomic bombing of Hiroshima and Nagasaki.
170 000 civilians were killed by
the bombs, and merely 6 days after
the drop of the second bomb, Japan
announced its surrender. Just from
this one use of the nuclear bomb in
anger, countries had immediately
recognized that nuclear power, and
air power, was not just “another invention”, but was a complete revolution in military affairs (RMA)
, and governments had to implement significant changes in their
policies to accommodate the newfound strength of air power. For example, America introduced the US
Air Force, separate from the Army
Air Force that was attached to the
United States Army, and in it, the
Strategic Air Command (SAC) to
handle the nuclear bomber role in
1947, just 2 years after World War
II ended. Despite the invention of
the intercontinental ballistic missile (ICBM) and submarine-bourne
missiles, air power still managed to

keep a strong foothold in the nuclear strike role. Strategic bombers
such as the B-52 Stratofortress and
the B-47 Stratojets could carry a
large nuclear payload and deliver
them to targets both regionally and
intercontinentally, and have the advantage of greater flexibility in both
their deployment and weaponry as
compared to the other two modes
of nuclear warfare, serving as both
a first-strike or second-strike weapon. The possession of a large air
force could allow a country to attack first with an overwhelming
number of bombers. Having a large
air force could also allow for a
number of aircraft being airborne

around the clock and ready to deliver the second-strike at any one
time, while being almost impossible to be eliminated in the event
of a first-strike. This capability has
kept the air force relevant even with
the advent of nuclear warfare. The
governments of nuclear superpowers have realised this, and have allocated a large amount of their defence budget to maintaining their
strategic bomber fleet, with 57 billion U.S dollars having been spent
over the course of the last 60 years,
compared to the 25 billion and 81
billion on ICBMs and submarines
respectively.

A British Harrier intercepts a Soviet Tu-95 Bear. The Tu-95 turboprop bomber gave
the Soviet Union the capacity to perform intercontinental nuclear strikes.
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Limitations Of Air Power

Warfare Of Choice

Air power also has limita- opponents used, and thus could be
Although there are critics
tions of its own, and even exces- seen as an impotent force. This of air power who claim that air
sive use of aerial combat and at- would have lowered the govern- power will always be dependent
tack may not be able to bring about ment’s impression of air power, on the support of ground forces,
the intended military and political and hence would have less regard the Gulf War of 1991 was a strikobjectives. The use of aerial force for air power when implementing ing example of the contrary. Air
to discourage the adversary from policies.
power, in this case, had contributcontinuing their opposition
ed significantly to a victoor resistance in a war has “The bastards (the Vietcong) ry over the opposition with
backfired in some cases, an have never been bombed like a very minimal loss of life
outstanding example being
on the Coalition side: just
they’re
going
to
be
be
bombed
Operation Rolling Thunder
200 men were lost against a
during the Vietnam War.
substantial opposing ground
this time.”
Operation Rolling Thunder
force. In contrast, the use of
President Richard Nixon
had been conceived with
air power had nearly wiped
the sole purpose of dissuading the However, this failure should not be out most of the enemy ground forcNorth Vietnamese from continuing just attributed to the ineffectiveness es. For example, 58 out of 60 Iraqi
the war, or at the very least to settle of air power. Postwar analysis con- tanks spotted by aerial reconnaison a compromise diplomatically. ducted by Admiral U.S Grant Sharp sance were destroyed by air strikes
To achieve this, Operation Rolling and Air Force General William called in just a few hours later, with
Thunder had utilized the best tech- W. Momyer on the air campaigns no loss of life on the Coalition side.
nology and aircraft of that era, with held against the North Vietnamese There were a few limitations to this
advanced aircraft such as the F-4 forces found that the United States use of air power, such as the difPhantom, the F-105 Thunderchief could have won the war in Vietnam ficulty in identifying targets from
and the B-52 Stratofortress all be- with relative ease, and was only civilians and the political implicaing fielded extensively. Despite hampered by the moral reservation tions brought about by the attack
continuous, widespread and large about killing civilians and the un- on innocent civilians by air attack,
scale use of aerial attack through willingness of the American public but these were far outweighed by
the employment of fast aircraft and to continue the war. General Curtis the swift and efficient victory that
large numbers of bombers to attack LeMay said about the war, “You air power brought to the battlefield.
strategic targets, the North Viet- can remember what went on at the This use of air power as the primanamese remained adamant on their end, when the B-52s finally went up ry weapon of resort was not only
side of the war, and this eventual- north and started to bomb up there. limited to this conflict, but was also
ly led to the loss of America in the They bombed for about seven days, replicated in the 2003 invasion of
Vietnam War. The Vietnam War can and the white flag practically went Iraq by American and British forcalso be used to prove the lack of ef- up. President Nixon stopped it right es, with air attacks taking down the
fectiveness of air power in warfare, there to get our people out. Four or air defense systems of Iraq before
as despite the overall technical and five more days would have ended proceeding to destroy their ground
numerical superiority of the Amer- the whole thing, but I think he was forces with ease.
ican air force, and despite the de- so disgusted and fed up with the
struction of 77 percent of all North opposition of the American people
Vietnamese ammunition depots, that he decided to just get the hell
almost 60 percent of their power out of there, and that was it.”
plants and 50 percent of their major
bridges, it was ineffective against
the guerrilla warfare their
15

A squadron of USAF fighters fly over burning Kuwaiti oil fields during a sortie. Operation Desert Storm marked the
first time a field army had been defeated solely through air power.

Media On Air Power
In the past, the media portrayed the use of air power in a negative light. On the 26 of April 1937,
Germany launched an attack on
Guernica. 3 squadrons of 7 bombers dropped a total of 50 tons of explosives on the small town, leaving
it in ruins. While the commander of
the attack, Von Richthofen viewed
the raid as a success, international
media painted the attack as one of
massacre, the wholesale killing of
innocent civilians. In the Vietnam
War, the media took the same approach, denouncing America’s involvement in the Vietnam War and
the excessive bombing of civilian
towns and cities. One iconic image
would be that of the ‘Napalm Girl’,
the picture of a small, 9-year-old girl
who had her back severely burned
from an American B-52 bombing

run. This image was the main driving force for the America public’s
protests to stop the war in Vietnam,
and ultimately influenced Nixon to
pull the troops out of Vietnam . In
more recent times, the stance of the
media on air power has changed to
a more supportive one. In the Gulf
War, the media depicted air power
as one of precision and efficiency,
and this was a political move to help
to garner public support for the war.
Once again, in the Iraq invasion of
2003, the media focused on the destruction of high value targets, the
most notable being the destruction
of Saddam Hussein’s palaces. The
shift in the media’s stance towards
the use of air power could be largely attributed to political agendas,
namely to boost public and governmental opinion on air warfare, and
to convince governments to give
a larger size of the defense budget

pie for the country’s air force. Using media for this purpose can be
traced back all the way to World
War II, where Disney produced a
movie, Victory Through Air Power, which depicted Alexander P. de
Seversky, an influential advocate
of strategic air power, explaining to
the audience about his theories, accompanied by animations of iconic
Allied aircraft conducting raids on
German targets. This movie had a
large political impact, influencing
many political figures, the most
notable including both Franklin D.
Roosevelt and Winston Churchill,
and according to Leonard Michael
Maltin, a film critic and historian,
“it changed FDR’s way of thinking – he agreed that Seversky was
right”.
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The mainstay of the United States Nuclear Deterrent Force, (from bottom) the B-2 Spirit, the B-1 Lancer and the B-52 Stratofortress.

Significance Of Air Power
In conclusion, air power
has played a large role in shaping
the politics of both individual nations and on a global scale. The decisions political leaders make and
the actions countries take towards
each other are all in some way dictated by the presence of air power,
and taking into consideration the
fact that air power, being part of
the nuclear triad and a platform for
nuclear weapons even up till today,
countries have to tread lightly when
faced with this issue. Air power has
already proved its worth both in
experiments and on the battlefield,
and has become an integral part of

modern warfare, rivaling both land
and naval warfare in terms of importance. Hindsight has also made
air power to be less significant than
it actually was, as previously it
was one of the most powerful and
important forms of warfare, both
tactically and strategically, and
has now been overshadowed by
the prevalence of nuclear warfare.
Despite this, air power has managed to retain its relevance with the
times and has adapted to be part of
nuclear warfare and hence still be
an important consideration in politics, both within countries and on a
global platform. ■
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HITLER’S MOVE ON RUSSIA

SHREWD OR FOOLISH
Key Concept

Was Hitler’s invasion of Russia in 1941 shrewd or foolish?
Think about this
What is the conventional view of
Operation Barbarossa? Has this
perception been
influenced by the media
portrayal of Hitler?

ABOUT OPERATION
BARBAROSSA

Though historians have debated on whether
Hitler should have waged a war on Russia,
they have failed to consider Hitler’s political
objectives and circumstances in the 1940s.
Additionally, there has been a lack of
analysis on the strategies Hitler had in mind.
Therefore, this conventional perception
should be debunked and instead, we should
consider an alternative viewpoint that Hitler’s
move on Russia was shrewd. From here, it
would be necessary to look at the media’s

Map showing Germany’s planned and actual
advance into the Soviet Union in 1941.

perception of Hitler then, and the
purpose of doing so, in order to
understand how Hitler’s decision of
attacking Russia was perceived as
foolish. Hence, this will reveal Hitler’s
agenda, and will also establish him as
a cunning war tactician instead.

Key Points

“When Operation Barbarossa begins; the
world will hold its breath.” Adolf Hitler
daringly declared weeks prior to the invasion
of Russia. On June 22, 1941, the trembling
thunder of artillery could be heard as over 3
million German troops marched into Russia,
mounting what was the greatest land
invasion in history. The battle ended with
Hitler’s destruction, and was remembered as
one of the greatest failure in history. This
ambitious operation was a great mistake,
and Hitler was an utter fool to have launched
it- or so people thought. This invasion led by
Hitler marked the start of a principal period
which would eventually change the tide of
World War II. On hindsight, this operation
was deemed foolish and one that was bound
to fail.

Study Source A.
What does it show about the
military
strategies employed by Hitler?

Operation Barbarossa:



Operation Barbarossa was
poorly strategized due to
Hitler’s overconfidence



Operation Barbarossa was
key to Hitler’s plans for
world domination



Operation Barbarossa was
a preventive war against
the increasingly militaristic
Soviet Union



Operation Barbarossa had
been portrayed by the media such that it is favourable
to the Allied Powers after
WW2 has ended

1

Source A

Germany’s invasion of
Soviet Union in 1941
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Source B

Cartoon published in the Evening Standard, July
1941, on Operation Barbarossa.

Study Source B.
What can be inferred from this
cartoon about Hitler’s perception of the Red Army.
Protracted Total War:
A prolonged war that
resumes a character of
materials and attrition.
Blitzkrieg:
A German term for “lightning
war,” it a military strategy
meant to deal short and concentrated blows on the enemy’s
defense in order to break
through quickly and encircle
them from behind.

Source C

UNDERESTIMATION OF
RUSSIA
Hitler’s resolve was perceived as “blind”,
“puzzling” and “hardly comprehensible”.
Historian Joachim C. Fest has argued in
his book, Hitler, that this is attributed to Hitler having “underestimated the enemy just
has he had overestimated himself”. Hitler’s
arrogance and over-confidence was the
primary cause of his demise, mirroring his
statement prior to Operation Barbarossa,
where all he had to do was to "...kick the
door in and the whole rotten thing will
come tumbling down." This created a false

German Soldiers dying under the harsh conditions
of the Russian winter due to lack of proper
equipment's

2

belief that Russia, despite its vast trove of
resources and manpower, could be conquered within a few months. Owing to a
lack of forethought and proper planning,
troops were ill-equipped for the Russian
terrain and environment. Nevertheless,
Hitler “repeatedly rejected proposals to
retool the economy for the needs of a protracted total war”, which historian David
Glantz argued in his book, Operation Barbarossa: Hitler’s Invasion of Russia 1941,
resulted in a lack in petroleum and raw
materials, limiting German transportations
and production throughout the war. Additionally, the concept of Blitzkrieg, which
lies in eradicating the enemy by launching
surprise attacks and depending on Germany’s superior weaponry to gain quick
victories, was ineffective in a protracted
war. Furthermore, Hitler disregarded his
generals’ advice “to draw up contingency
plans and war games in view of a fullscale war” , displaying his stubborn belief
in Blitzkrieg as the strategy to win World
War II. Given that Hitler strategized poorly
and acted recklessly, it was foolish for him
to have invaded Russia when it was
bound to fail.

OVERRATING THE RED
ARMY
Given the outcome of the war, these arguments are especially powerful. However, if
the political circumstances of Hitler were
taken into consideration, a different picture
emerges. Prior to Operation Barbarossa,
the Winter War between Russia and Finland had just concluded in 1940. Russia,
though possessing three times the manpower and many more times the amount
of weaponry, was unable to conquer Finland. The Russians suffered an estimated
391,783 casualties as compared to that of
the Finnish, which lies at 26,662. This
shows Russia’s military weakness and
lack of capable war commanders, which
was due to the Purges of 1937. Therefore,
considering Germany’s advantage in combat leadership, it was reasonable for Hitler
to believe that the Red Army was vulnerable to the superior German forces, and
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would not be able to put up a fight. Despite
Russia’s massive population, the Red Army
did not grossly outnumber the German
troops in June 1941. Instead, historian R.
D. Hooker, JR stated in his journal article,
"The World Will Hold Its Breath": Reinterpreting Operation Barbarossa, that the Red
Army fighting in western Russia totaled only about 2.5 million troops in June 1941.”
Therefore, it is an invalid argument that Hitler underestimated Russia.

HITLER’S BIG BATTLE
PLAN
Hitler’s move on Russia was shrewd because it was key to his big battle plan. As
historian Vincent Castano noted in his paper, “The Failure of Operation Barbarossa:
Truth versus Fiction”, Hitler believed that
Britain’s refusal to make peace with Germany was because Britain hoped that Russia would enter the war as an ally of the
Allied Forces . Hence, Joachim C. Fest believed Hitler’s resolve was to “remove the
Russian piece from the European chessboard” to force Britain into submission. The
fall of Russia was pivotal in the success of
his cunning plan, for it will allow Japan to
proceed with its southern expansion which
was previously hindered by the threat
posed by Russia. Thus, while the United
States’ war effort is kept to the Pacific Region, Hitler surmised that a “movement
over North Africa, the Near East, and the
Caucasus” would allow him to push forth to
Afghanistan, where he would strike “the
British Empire at its heart, in India”. After
which, using the resources in Russia, he
would be able to launch a final attack on
the United States, thereby achieving world
domination.

BRINGING THE WAR TO
SOVIET UNION

Source D
SS General Richard Hildebrandt reiterating Andrei Vlassov’s reply during German interrogation

Study Source D.
What does it show about
Hitler’s capabilities as a war
tactician?

"Vlassov responded by saying that the attack was planned for August-September
1941. The Russians had been preparing the
attack since the beginning of the year,
which took quite a while because of the
poor Russian railroad network. Hitler had
sized up the situation entirely correctly, and
had struck directly into the Russian
buildup. This, said Vlassov, is the reason
for the tremendous initial German successes."
*Andrei Vlassov was a prominent Soviet Russian general who had been captured by the Germans

et documents captured by the Germans
and reports by the German intelligence,
historians have confirmed that Russia had
been undergoing a period of massive military buildup ever since 1940. Russia’s military contingent in 1941 was triple of that in
1939 , and Hitler, who was wary of the
Soviet Menace, described this in detail
during his Reichstag address on December 11, 1941, that "the plans of the men in
the Kremlin were aimed at the domination,
of all of Europe... We realized very clearly
that under no circumstances could we allow the enemy the opportunity to strike first
into our rear.” Thus, knowing that Russia
was gearing up for war against Germany,
Hitler concluded that it was of upmost importance for Germany to strike first to gain
an upper hand of launching a surprise at-

Soviet Menace:
The fear of the threat posed
by a potential increase in
communism or radical leftism.

Reichstag Address:
The Fuhrer, Adolf Hitler’s
address to the German Parliament, the Reichstag.

Source E

RUSSIA

1 January 1939

22 June 1941

Personnel

1,943,000

5,710,000

Divisions

136

303

Furthermore, Hitler’s invasion of Russia Artillery and Mortars 55,800
was ingenious because he outsmarted Sta18,400
lin and managed to pull off an attack of tac- Tanks
tical surprise. As the war with Russia was Aircraft
17,500
inevitable, the sole concern would be the
timing at which Operation Barbarossa Table showing change in Russia’s military continshould be executed. Having analyzed sovi- gent from 1939 to 1941

3

115,900
22,300
22,400
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Two-Front War:
A war in which fighting takes
place on two separate battlefields. Germany had to fight
the Allied Powers in the West
and the Soviet Union in the
East.

Pearl Harbor:
Pearl Harbor is the United
States naval base in Hawaii
which suffered a surprise military strike by
the Imperial Japanese Army
on the morning of December
7, 1941. It brought USA into
the war.

tack on enemy territory. Hitler, who managed to grasp this situation perfectly,
struck Russia while their preparations were
still incomplete. Since Hitler was able to
turn the situation around to his favour,
seen from the successive victories won by
Germany during the initial phase of the
operation, his invasion of Russia was indeed shrewd.

Source F

WAR ON TWO FRONTS
In response to this argument, some might
point out that Hitler was plunging into a
two-front war, which was the last mistake
Germany would want to commit since similar circumstances in World War I has left
her defeated. While Hitler’s decision did
involve calculated risks, it was by no
means reckless or foolish when Germany’s
political circumstances were considered.
Firstly, Germany lacked many vital resources, and it was only by dominating the
resources abundant Russia will Germany
be able to sustain its prolonged war efforts
and attune its preparations towards Britain
and the United States without placing
much strain on its economy. Secondly, Hitler was aware of the declining effectiveness of his charge as time elapses, for it
allows the Allied Powers to complete their
buildup. Therefore, as Joachim C. Fest
noted, “such a war would necessarily put
Germany into a position of increasing dependence on the Soviet Union, while in the
end inevitably confirming the superiority of
the United States.” Hence, this shows the
rationality and ingenuity behind Hitler’s actions.

INACCURANCIES IN
HISTORY TEXTBOOKS
As for the conventional perception of Hitler, it can be attributed to history textbooks
inaccuracies and the deliberate portrayal
of Hitler’s decision as one of folly. For instance, in the textbook “A History of the
United States” by Daniel J. Boorstin
and Brooks Mather Kelley, it briefly mentioned that the invasion of Russia as Hitler’s “great blunder” which was based on a
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US textbook “A History of the United States” by
Boorstin and Kelley

“crazy belief that all battlefields were alike,
and that blitzkrieg could conquer all.”

Operation Barbarossa was portrayed as a
foolish attempt by Hitler to conquer Russia
without any strategies apart from the Blitzkrieg technique, which was completely untrue. Additionally, US textbooks disregard
Operation Barbarossa as a surprise attack
comparable to that of Pearl Harbor, which
shows the United States’ deliberate attempts to undermine Hitler capabilities as
a war tactician and his shrewdness in the
war. Due to the political agenda of bias
textbooks as such, Hitler has been illustrated as a delusional maniac for trying to invade Russia. Since “History is written by
the West” and “History is written by the victors”, sparse and one-sided information in
American textbooks has created an understanding that Hitler’s invasion of Russia
was irrational. However, failure to address
details of Operation Barbarossa means
that claims on Hitler’s foolishness is invalid. Instead, this implies how the public’s
understanding of historical events and
people is manipulated by the countries’
political interest.
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Source G

Article from the daily UK
newspaper, The Times, dated June 23,
1941; a few days into the invasion of the
Soviet Union.

PROPAGANDA:
UNDERMINING HITLER
The use of media, in particular propaganda, had definitely influenced public
perception on Hitler. Upon the initiation of
Operation Barbarossa, many newspaper

articles were skeptical about the victory of
Russia, and given the outcome of the early
months of fighting, it seemed to bear out
those conjectures. However, as the battle
stretched over the years, and following the
defeat of Germany during the Battle of
Stalingrad, newspaper articles sang a different tune. For instance, in the Washington Post, a newspaper article published on
August 3, 1942, titled Echoes of Doom:
Germany And The Russians Drives,
demonstrates Barnet Nover’s critical acclaim of Hitler. He criticized Hitler’s military
mindset and labelled him as an egoistic
leader who insisted that the Germans fight
to the death rather than retreat when they
were still able to. This shows the change in
media portrayal of Hitler over the course of
the invasion. Towards the end of the war,
Hitler’s military genius was increasingly
undermined. This is done so that Hitler will
be remembered as a person who lacks
rationality and that his defeat was sealed
the moment he chose to invade Russia- a
media portrayal that benefits the Allied
Powers as it helps to radicalize opinions
on Hitler. The significance of this lies in
how History as a whole should be approached and understood. Hitler was perceived as a capable, charismatic leader
then, but now, people portray him as a crazy maniac. An example would be the
speeches Hitler made at Nuremberg rallies. His screaming was seen as a charismatic quality of him in the past, but now,
people laugh it off as a joke. This shows
the influence media has on public perception over the years, which brings us to
question whether we are the ones shaping
history or does the opposite occur- that is,
history is shaping us. As a result, the historical events manipulated by the media

Conclusion
In conclusion, while Hitler’s invasion of the Soviet Union is commonly perceived as a
foolish decision, this is far from the truth. Hitler’s invasion of Russia played a key role
in his grand master plan for world domination, and this signifies his cunning agenda.
His tactical supremacy over Stalin also proves his capabilities as a war tactician, opposite to what the media and school textbooks are portraying then. As such, this signifies that history is about politicians taking risks and how it is portrayed afterwards.
By exploring whether Hitler’s decision was shrewd or foolish, it will demonstrate history’s interrelation with politics, and how politics manipulates history.
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Battle Of Stalingrad:
A major battle in WW2 where
Germany and the Soviet Union
fought for the control of Stalingrad in the south-western of the
Soviet Union. It is considered as
the turning point in WW2.

Source H

Article from the daily
newspaper in Melbourne, The
Argus , dated February 4, 1943;
on the victorious Red Army in
the Battle of Stalingrad

Study Sources G & H.
What is the difference in the
portrayal of Hitler chances of
victory at the beginning and
towards the end of the war.
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Further Questions

Adolf Hitler studying a Russian war map with General
Field Marshal Walter Von
Brauchitsch (extreme left),
German commander in
chief, and Chief of Staff
Col. General Franz Halder
(right), on August 7, 1941.



Was Hitler really a
capable war strategist and commander or just a
gambler?



How were the
Wehrmacht fragilities exposed in
Operation Barbarossa?



Was Hitler the
main reason behind the failure of
Operation Barbarossa or was it due
to unforeseeable
circumstances?
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Foreign
Policy
With the evolution of civilisation
and the birth of many nations in
the world, the interaction
between these nations become
increasingly important. Hence,
self-interest strategies chosen by
the state to safeguard its national
interests, otherwise known as
foreign policies, will inevitably
come to play a huge role in
maintaining peaceful relations
between nations and ensuring the
delicate fabric that is keeping the
world in order, is not unwoven. In
these essays, we will be examining
the effectiveness of the various
foreign policies constructed by
nations, and how they serve to
shape the interactions between
various countries, as well as how
they have eventually made an
impact in the history of today
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To what extent did the members of the
Tripartite Pact actually assist and rely on
each other throughout the course of the
Second World War?
Questioning the validity of the Tripartite Pact during the Second
World War and understanding the complex relations of the
nations behind it

Source AThe picture shows, from left to right,
Adolf Hitler, Benito Mussolini and
Emperor Hirohito, the supreme
dictators of Germany, Italy and
Japan respectively, who were the
main signatories to the Tripartite
Pact.

Tripartite Pact-a military
agreement signed between
Germany, Italy and Japan and
other Axis nations during World
War Two.

Fascism- an authoritarian and
nationalistic right-wing system of
government. In World War Two,
the Axis powers were primarily
made up of Fascist countries.

Source A

An introduction to the Pact
1939. It was a turbulent year, the year
when World War Two began. It started
with the German invasion of Poland,
then Japan and Italy pursued their own
policies of territorial expansion without
restraint. The whole world seemed to
be crumbling under the threat of these
Fascist nations. Were all these three
powers acting in coordination? The
answer became apparent just months
later, on 27th September 1940, when
these powers signed the Tripartite
Pact. Germany, Italy and Japan were
then acting in coordination to obliterate
the Allied powers and to spread
Fascism, their common ideology.
However, to what extent did the
members of the Tripartite Pact actually
assist and rely on each other
throughout the course of the Second
World War? The context of all these
actions will be viewed throughout the
entire duration of the war. The analysis
of this Pact would definitely shed some
light on the complex Fascist relations.
This may also prove that once the war
progressed, the Fascist nations were
no longer committed to the Tripartite

Pact. These ideas will be developed
by comparing the relations along with
symbolism of actions and sharing of
resources such as information
between Germany and Japan and
Germany and Italy throughout the
course of the Second World War
(1939-1945) since Germany is seen
as the main initiator of the war.

The successes of the Pact
It is commonly believed that they
were acting together, in unison. The
Fascist powers pledged to help each
other in the Tripartite Pact and they
evidently did. German and Italian
forces fought alongside in North
Africa. Thus, there was a vast
sharing of military resources by both
nations for such a joint operative to
be possible and military actions were
synchronised. Germany became the
main supplier of coal to the Italian
industry as well. This shows that
relations themselves were good and
this is what led to cooperation
between these nations. Other than
military cooperation, the pact was
used as a diplomatic tool between
Japan and Germany to balance the
military response of the United
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assistance to each other. Hence, the
common belief is clearly flawed as it
fails to consider the opposite side of
the argument, especially during the
later parts of the war, from 1943
onwards where the Fascist nations
began losing battles and were being
pushed back to their homelands and
had to worry about their own national
interests’.

Source B

States when it entered the war
as the threat of a two front war
against Germany and Japan
would also soften the US
army’s thrust into the Pacific
and would divert attention
away from Germany. This Pact
also improved Soviet Japanese
relations which was what
Japan desired. Therefore, the
Tripartite Pact was used and
relied upon by the Fascist
powers as mentioned in Article
three of the Pact, “Agree to
cooperate in their efforts…
assist one another with all
political, economic and military
means”.

The tense relations
between Germany and
Japan
However,
this
mutual
assistance between the fascist
nations was only really seen in
the earlier parts of the war and
does not hold true as much
later in the war. Italy and
Germany may have been on
good terms, but what about the
Italian Coup later in the war?
Japan had almost no economic
or military cooperation with
Germany and this leads one to
question
the
extent
or
importance of the reliance of
Japan on Germany and vice
versa. Was the Pact only used
to balance enemy firepower?
This in itself is in contradiction
with the Pact, in which these
nations should lend more

The pact can be ultimately seen as a
hollow alliance. There were greatly
divergent geostrategic goals and this
caused conflicting interests. Japan was
more concerned about not fighting a
two front war with the Soviet Union, the
mortal enemy of Germany, and wanted
to preserve neutral relations. Germany
on the other hand, requested Japan to
focus more on Allied Shipping in the
Indian Ocean in 1943 but Japan was
more interested to fight off the
Americans. The Pact was proof of a
global Fascist conspiracy which ceased
to function in any effective way; there
was no joint strategic planning and no
discussions of post war plans which
made the war a global conflict against
Fascism.
However, one would then ask how
putting nations’ interest first was
damaging to the Pact. The different
enemies of each member essentially
meant that each Fascist nation was
fighting its own war for their own
strategic national interests. This is
amplified when Japan surprisingly
bombed Pearl Harbour since Japan felt
that
America
was
becoming
increasingly hostile to Japan after the
American embargo. This brought and
forced the other Fascist nations such
as Germany to declare war on America
as well, in accordance with the Pact.
Hitler never wanted America to join the
war since he felt that that was why
Germany lost the First World War and
Americans were reluctant to fight. This
action of self-interest by Japan brought
the brunt of the American military onto
the Fascist nations which helped to
bring an end to the war faster through
the American atomic bomb and the
sheer resources provided by America
for Operation Overlord. This proved
how self-interest by Japan made the
Pact one of the greatest diplomatic
blunders of the twentieth century with
no measurable effects but instead was
detrimental to the Fascist nations.

Source B – The Japanese propaganda
poster during World War Two, Good
Friends in Three Countries, shows the
supposed strength and unity of the
Tripartite Pact members.

Hollow alliance – An agreement that is
agreed upon and signed but not actually
adhered to by the member nations.

American embargo- America
established an embargo on oil, weapons
and gasoline exports to Japan in
retaliation to Japan’s aggression
towards China.

Source C
This source shows a picture of the actual
pact itself.

Italian capitulation/coup - On 25 July
1943 the Italian government and king
lost confidence in Mussolini and the
King then ordered Mussolini to be
arrested
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Source D – The blue coloured
regions show the locations of the
Axis powers in World War Two.
Note the geographical separation
between these powers.

The unique German and Italian
relations due to the Italian Coup
On the other hand, Italian and German
relations began deteriorating after the
Italian
capitulation
in
1943.
Furthermore, another valid perspective
is to also explore the relations between

Italian King - Victor Emmanuel III
who, with the support of the
government tried to overthrow
Mussolini.

Source D

Allied Movies – Multiple movies
have been made and are still
made to portray the unity and
ferocity of the Axis powers. These
movies are biased to the Allied
cause. Recent examples include
“Saving Private Ryan” and “The
Monuments Men”

Source E – The actual signing of
the Tripartite Pact. On the lefthand side of the picture, seated
from left to right, are the
signatories: Saburō Kurusu
(representing Japan), Galeazzo
Ciano (Italy) and Adolf Hitler
(Germany).

Germany and its closest major ally,
geographically speaking, Italy. It is
clear that unlike in Germany and
Japan, where the Fascist government
was in full control of the country, in
Italy, after the allies started invading,
parts of Italy capitulated and joined the
allied side while other parts of Italy still
remained under the Fascist control of
Mussolini in July 1943. This happened
rather early in the war and undoubtedly
caused relations to deteriorate between
the two nations. It seems that Mussolini
was even unable to keep control of his
own nation. Mussolini claimed that
“In order to fight, one must have
weapons” and the Italian King
mentioned “it can’t go on any longer,
Italy is to pieces”. Italians themselves
were influenced by the Allied invasion
of their nation, which was in itself an
effective
propaganda
tool
that
convinced the Italians to selfishly
capitulate. Italy placed the importance
of its own nation ahead of the Pact and
almost overnight, Germany had to
invade parts of Italy to prevent it from
falling into Allied hands. Instead of
assisting and relying on each other,
Italy eventually became a burden to the
Germany.

Media and the Pact
Interestingly, the media has also
presented the Tripartite Pact. An Allied
propaganda cartoon, “Donald Duck in

Nutzi Land” portrays a cartoon
character waking up in Nazi
Germany and yet hailing Hitler,
Mussolini and Hirohito. The cartoon
then goes on to emphasize the
depressing daily life of living in Nazi
Germany and how appreciative the
cartoon character is to wake up in
the liberal United States. The “Good
Friends in Three Countries” is a
Japanese propaganda poster that
shows German, Italian and Japanese
children
playing
together
and
befriending each other. There are
also many other posters such as
these produced by the other Fascist
Nations to show the unity of the
Tripartite Pact.
These examples show that both the
Allies
and
Fascist
powers
manipulated their use of media to
portray propaganda messages in
their own nations. Both use the
media to portray the Pact as a strong
alliance for their own respective
political agendas. The Allied powers
want to portray the Fascist nations
as one common enemy while the

Source E

Fascist powers aim to show how
their nation is united along with other
Fascist powers against the Allied
powers, in order to make their
citizens more confident in their
nation’s participation in the war.
Media is used for entertainment and
in the case of the allied side of the
war, portraying the Fascist powers
as a common united enemy
strengthens the enemy and thus,
since the Allied powers eventually
won the war, they are able to portray
and glorify the common Allied soldier
in movies, to be even even stronger
than the already empowered Fascist
nations. This is important so that the
audience can identify and support
the hero so that they can accept and
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support their side of the war
and do not feel guilty. These
sentiments, of hatred towards
the enemy still exists and thus,
up until recently, people still
believed that the Tripartite Pact
was
a
strong
alliance.
However,
today,
people’s
perspectives have changed as
much time has passed since
and a more unbiased and indepth analysis of the Pact can
be conducted, where people
begin to question why so much
credit is being given to the
Fascist nations.
However, why then did the
Fascist nations then conduct
atrocities
such
as
the
Holocaust by the Germans?
The unfairness enforced on
these nations, like the Treaty of
Versailles
on
Germany,
created hatred and this was
channelled overtime into state
organised cruelty and ruthless
military expansion. As such,
Fascist nations desired to take
revenge on what other Allied
nations has unfairly enforced
upon them. Today, one can
analyse that even though the
Treaty of Versailles was
legitimate it was too biased
and unfair. The Axis powers
also acted in an extremely
harsh way to justify their
revenge and this was even
accepted and supported by
their civilians. History at that
point in time shows how the
decisions of both the Allied and
Fascist powers were morally
wrong but still justifiable and
acceptable in their respective
circumstances then.
History is indeed influenced by
propaganda
and
people’s
views. Media is effective in
convincing people to believe a
certain version of History.
History is created by man
himself who dictates and
chooses how to write it. Even
today, years later, the effects
are still apparent in the
conventional perspective.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the extent to

which the members of the Tripartite
Pact actually assisted and relied on
each other throughout the course of the
Second World War is questionable. On
one hand, it is arguable that efforts
were put in by all nations in the
Tripartite Pact to cooperate in some
ways. However, as the war progressed,
these
accomplishments
were
negligible. When analysed, it ultimately
becomes clear how the initial
cooperation can be easily dismissed as
insignificant. The Fascist powers were
in reality fighting in vastly different
geographical areas with too many
divergent interests. The coup in Italy
just further weakened the already
flimsy Pact alliance and this paved the
way for the combined Allied powers to
win the war. The conventional view of
the Pact today is just based on
propaganda dating back to the war
itself and it portrays a very inaccurate
view of the Pact. This essay has
exposed the truth behind the nature of
the Tripartite Pact.

Holocaust - The killing of some six million
Jews by the Nazis during World War
Two.

Source F – This Source shows a picture of
the celebrations in Tokyo after the
signing of the Tripartite Pact. Note the
Flags of all the three nations, Germany
Japan and Italy in the background.

Books:
1. Retrieved from: Greg Annussek, Hitler’s Raid to Save
Mussolini (Da capo press), Page 4-6
2. Retrieved from: John Pollard, The Fascist Experience
in Italy (Taylor and Francis, 2005), Page 113-114

Source F
ARTICLE THREE
Germany, Italy and Japan agree to co-operate
in their efforts on aforesaid lines. They further
undertake to assist one another with all
political, economic and military means when
one of the three contracting powers is attacked
by a power at present not involved in the
European war or in the Chinese-Japanese
conflict.
.

Article Three of the Tripartite Pact.

Further points to ponder:




Would increased cooperation
between the Tripartite Nations
have changed the outcome of
the War?

3. Retrieved from: Kazuo Yagami, Konoe Fumimaro and
the Failure of Peace in Japan (McFarland and Company
Inc.), Page 96
4. Retrieved from: Oxford University, Germany and the
second World War Volume VI (Oxford University Press
Inc.), Page II
5. Retrieved from: Phillip Morgan, Fascism in Europe
1919-1945 (Taylor and Francis, 2003), Page 173
6. Retrieved from: Stanley Sandler, World War II in the
Pacific: An Encyclopedia (Garland Publishing, Inc. New
York and London 2001), Page 1012
Online Journals:
1. Retrieved from: “The Tripartite Pact,” University of
California
Press,
accessed
on
January
17,2015,http://publishing.cdlib.org/ucpressebooks/view
?docId=ft4489n8wm&chunk.id=d0e1929&toc.id=d0e12
85&brand=ucpress
Media sources:

What compels nations in a
Pact to sign it and abide by it
or to defy it?

1. “Donald Duck in Nutzi Land” video watched at:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=3S8Zx1GfDrM
2. Japanese “Good Friends in Three Countries” poster
image
retrieved
from:
http://upload.wikimedia.org/wikipedia/commons/7/73/
1938_Naka_yoshi_sangoku.jpg
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acculturate: to conform,
adapt or adjust to a different culture or customs,
usually of a society.

Key Concept

Before you read this
Recall the ‘Yellow Peril’ in America during the late 1800s. As you
read this, compare the immigration situation back then to the
situation during the interwar
period. What are the similarities
and differences?

54

years ago, the legacy that is

Breakfast at Tiffany’s was released. It
was remembered both for being culturally iconic, and for the portrayal of Mr.
Yunioshi, who had buck teeth and accented English, stereotypical of a Japanese character. Long before this Asians
stereotypes had existed in the media,
manifesting itself as a means to discriminate against them. How were they
viewed in the media? And can such behaviour be reflective of the American
government’s policies with Asian countries?
The perceptions that Americans had of
the East (specifically China and Japan)
during the interwar period can be explored through cartoons viewed on television, and its relation to America’s foreign policy with them. This is done
through the analysis of the physical and
1

behavioural traits of characters, such as
the facial features and mannerisms of
Asian characters. Previous research done
by historians can also provide different
perspectives as to why such views may
not be able to portray a complete picture
of the issue.

Perception of Asian ‘Inferiority’
It is generally accepted that Americans
perceive Asians to be inferior. Sean
Brawley noted that Asian immigrants
were seen to be unable to acculturate
and considered as were ‘aliens’ with
“low standards of living and morals”.
Many cartoons portrayed Asians offensively, often being the “villains”. In cartoons like ‘Chop Suey’ (1930), ‘China –
Oswald The Lucky Rabbit’ (1931) and
‘Aesop’s Fables – Chinese Jinks’ (1932),
the Chinese are portrayed derogatively as
rats with the ‘queue’ hairstyle and running laundry services. In all these cartoons, Asians characters are the antagonist and look menacing, sometimes even
lecherous, attempting to kidnap the female characters. These were cartoons
that were popular with the public - ‘Oswald’ was Universal Studio’s first commercially successful short cartoon, lasting for 195 animations from 1927 to
1943, showcasing its long-lasting support
from the public. It even had its own merchandise of stuffed animals and candy.
‘Chop Suey’’s publicity synopsis quotes
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Picture 1 (left): A still image of
the cartoon Chop Suey (1930).
Picture depicts the Chinese as
mice with a typical queue hairstyle, smoking opium collected
from a Chinese laundry service
and ‘bopping’ on their heads
afterwards.

1. Study Picture 1. What
message does it seem to
be sending about the Chinese?

it as one ‘filled with laughs as a thousand
feet of film will permit’ and one ‘they’ll
(the public) gobble up’. The popularity
of such cartoons meant that many Americans were aware and perpetuated the
notion that Asians were less civilised.
The internment of over 127,000 Japanese-Americans without public objection
during WWII therefore showed how underlying notions` of Japanese being unable to assimilate and “posing a threat to
Americans” had cultivated over time.
Similarities can also be found in America’s foreign policy. The Washington Naval Conference (1921) limited Japan’s
naval capacity to one lower than America’s, whereas numerous condemnations
and economic sanctions were placed on
Japan because of its increasingly aggressive stance during the early 1930s. Since
people primarily obtain information
about foreign affairs through the media,
manipulating it and degrading Asians
could have been a way to influence
Americans to support political decisions
that were disadvantageous to the East.
Given that, as pointed out by Frank E.
Smitha, 71%-85% of Americans polled
in 1938-1939 opposed increasing national immigration quota, and over half of
Americans supported Japanese internment during WWII (source: Pollways), it
can be seen that American discrimination
against Asians was indeed influenced by
politics through media manipulation.

America’s domestic situation
However, one notable point is how
America had first prioritised domestic
issues, which then affected its foreign

policies. David Palumbo-Liu noted that
after WWI, America “held itself up as
the nation that would lead in the reformation of the modern world”, and for
that to happen, America had to be able to
“assimilate migrant populations” domestically. The Gentlemen’s Agreement that
America had with Japan in 1907, for example, revealed wishes to limit further
Japanese immigration so that focus can
be placed on those already in America.
Furthermore, most political action taken
regarding Asians were domestic, like the
National Immigration Act (1924) and the
Alien Land Laws throughout 19201940. Despite the discrimination against
Asians, a large number of Japanese and
Chinese still immigrated to USA, raising
the possibility that the East perceived
treatment in America to be better than
conditions back at home, suggesting that
negative perceptions of Asians was an
internalised issue. Therefore, rather than
foreign policies affecting the media portrayal of Asians, it can be argued that the
increasingly complex situation back at
home, especially because of unfavourable opinions of Asians, forced America
to turn to international dealings instead.

Increasing
Asians?

acceptance

assimilate: see acculturate, as above.

Alien Land Laws: laws
targeted at immigrants (in
this case, specifically
Japanese) who were ineligible for citizenship
which prohibited them
from owning or having
long-term leases over agricultural land.

of

A less popular perspective is that Asians
were accepted into society and treated
equally. Palumbo-Liu pointed out that a
belief of Asians as a “model minority”
existed during the 1930s, of which they
were increasingly seen as ‘hardworking’,
and that perceptions began to change

2

internment: the imprisonment or confinement of
people, especially during
wartime.

model minority: a stereotype that a particular
minority group (in this
case, Asians) were more
hardworking
and
achieved more success
than the general population.
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Yellow Peril: the supposed threat posed to the
Western living standards
and interests due to the
increase in the number
and influence of Asians,
whom were thought to be
of a lower ‘class’.

tariff: a tax or duty imposed, usually by the
government, on imported
(or exported) goods and
services.

isolationist: a policy of
abstaining from political
or economic affairs of
other nations.

from the ‘Yellow Peril’ to one more neutralised. Karl F. Cohen mentioned that
for an episode of 'Betty Boop', Fleischer
Studios specially consulted Japanese college students in America to ensure that it
was not offensive to Asians. Notably,
according to the US Office of the Historian, during this time, America had
adopted an ‘Open Door’ policy which
pushed for fair trade in China. Because
multiple countries like Britain and
France were interested in China, America
wanted to initiate a policy of “nondiscrimination in commercial activities”,
allowing Chinese tariffs to be applied
universally and collected by themselves.
Giving some control to China over economic activities therefore showcased
America’s willingness to establish good
relations with China. Furthermore, public
objection to military involvements after
WWI resulted in America’s increasingly
isolationist view of militaristic affairs.
Thus, manipulating the media to portray
Asians in a better light was both a way
for the American government to show its
concern about Asian treatment domestically, which would put forth a better image when working with other countries,
and for Americans to express their desire
to live in peace and harmony.

Successes of Asian immigrants

Picture 2 (below): Cartoonist
Robert W. "Bob" Satterfield's
idea of the “Yellow Terror
(Peril)” realized. A satirical
cartoon depicting Chinese
treatment of Americans in the
same way that Americans had
treated the Chinese.

While discriminatory acts are strong indications of America’s dislike of Asians,
one considerable point is the motives
behind such actions. The negative portrayal of Asians on the media can also be
seen as a way for Americans to express
their distaste of Asian successes in
America. For example, Roger Daniels
noted that in 1919, the Japanese in California earned over $67 million from
crops grown on their land, or 10% of
California’s agricultural production value. Such success, however, led to a new
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alien land law being implemented against
them, passing by almost 3:1. It can thus
be implied that the successfulness of
Asians caused some Americans to feel
indignant, resulting in widespread discrimination. Therefore, it can be argued
that in aspects like jobs, Asians were
given adequate treatment and plentiful
opportunities to establish themselves – it
was just not shown through the media.
Rather, the media could have been manipulated to the advantage of the Americans by omitting details of Asians’ entrepreneurship and instead focusing on past
notions of the ‘Yellow Peril’, so that
American workers do not get replaced.
Therefore, whilst such a perspective cannot fully testify against American discrimination of Asians, it can help to explain how Asians were not always regarded negatively.

Cartoons – misjudged & purely
for entertainment?
Nevertheless, one must not commit to the
mistake of judging based on hindsight.
The cartoons and media back then could
have never been meant to be racist, but
simply to provide comedic entertainment
for Americans. On hindsight, it is biased
for us to think of such cartoons as degrading to Asians. This can especially be
seen through how internment is no longer
justified in America. At that point of time
however, internment was an acceptable
way to prevent possible conflicts from
occurring. The Japanese had no choice
but to accept it than to get involved in
confrontations. Shelter, food and education were still provided in camps, which
made moving there more bearable. At
that time, because of little exposure to
other cultures, Americans were less sensitive to racial issues and were unaware
that such portrayal could be considered
as racist. To them, it was perceived more
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Figure 4 (Above)

Picture 3

as an entertaining subject. As noted by
Christopher P. Lehman, accounts from
animators stated that “their drawings did
not result from malice towards other
groups but rather grew out of a playful
context”. In ‘Port Whines’ (1929), while
stereotypes like the queue hairstyle were
present, the Chinese character was not
portrayed as “evil” or villainous. In addition, notable cases of American antiChinese violence became less common
during the 1920s-1930s than the late
1800s, when atrocities like the 1871 Chinese Massacre and 1885 Rock Springs
Massacre were prevalent, despite an increased population from 35,000 in 1860
to 75,000 in 1930 (source: US census).
This meant that despite the increasingly
pervasive presence of discriminatory cartoons in the media, Americans were not
negatively influenced to commit crimes
against Asians. Hence, such cartoons had
little impact on American behaviour; rather, it was simply to inform them about
past stereotypes of Asians during the
Yellow Peril. One should therefore be
less critical about the media portrayal of
Asians back then because they were never meant to demean Asians and cannot be
reflective of any political intentions by
the government.

The entertainment value of history
The media portrayal of the East also
highlights how history is used as entertainment, and the value in which history
is recorded. On one hand, being intro-

“The cartoonists often stated that
their drawings did not result from
malice towards other ethnic
groups but rather grew out of a
playful context; after all, they
shared the bond of immigrant
status, with all the anxieties and
uncertainties that entailed.”
- Christopher P. Lehman, Historian
Source 5 (Above)

duced to these discriminative acts reminded Americans of the Asian discrimination during the 1800s. Being able to
laugh off the ‘Yellow Peril’ portrayal as
entertainment also meant that the Asians
during the 1920s-1930s no longer felt the
impact of history and the effects of discrimination. On the other hand, this also
meant that history became trivialised –
instead of being reminded of the sufferings of Asian discrimination in the past,
people remember the events as being
comical, hence diminishing the accuracy
and severity of the issue back then.

America – Moving on from its
past?
It is also necessary to note that hindsight
has changed the way American discrimination in the past was viewed. The fact
that most cartoons like ‘Chop Suey’ were
censored or banned nowadays suggests
that discrimination is no longer acceptable in USA, especially because of its
multi-cultural society, and that they are
trying to move on and not perpetuate the
notion of discrimination. As noted by
Zak Keith, the atrocities committed
against Asians have often been briefly
mentioned, as in American textbooks
4

Picture 3 (Left): An advertisement that encouraged people
to choose "white labourlaundries" over Chinese laundry
services. Chinese laundry services were more often than not
cheaper than laundries run by
the Americans, but were also
criticised for their "crude" and
“unrefined" manners of service,
such as spraying water from
their mouths to moisten the
clothes.

Figure 4 (Top right): The Chinese American population from
1860 to 1940. Various Immigration Laws were being put in
place after the high number of
Chinese immigrants during the
late 1800s-early 1900s. Despite
this, the Chinese population in
America remained relatively
high.

Source 5 (Middle right): A
quote from Professor Christopher P Lehman, clarifying what
the meaning behind the cartoons could have meant.

2. Study Picture 3. What
can we learn about the
attitude that Americans
had towards Asian labour
workers?
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which omit the “pogroms, massacres,
mass expulsions and near-genocidal policies” against Asians. The American government had also attempted to make
amends by compensating $20,000 in
1988 to the Japanese that were held in
internment. Thus, it can be identified
how, in an attempt to move on and maintain amicable relations with Japan and
China today, history has been manipulated by the government to portray such
discrimination less unfavourably to
America.







Conclusion


Key Points

In conclusion, there are many different
views on American perception of Asians
in the media, with the most notable being
their “inferiority” and “foreignness”.
Coupled with the policies USA had for
China and Japan, it can be seen that political decisions did and have always affected people’s perceptions of issues.
Regardless, it is essential to note that due
to differences in time and social contexts,
such views need to be reconsidered to
understand that people were more tolerant of “controversial” issues during the
past, which is why some aspects of animations in hindsight may appear “insensitive” and “racist” to us, but were common and entertaining then.
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Hitler’s Plans For Britain:
Did Hitler Have a cunning plan?

   dated 16
Newspaper Headline
Sept, after the Battle of Britain.
Many of the articles in these
newspapers portray the RAF as
heroes.
The Battle of Britain was one of the turning points in the war,
and a crucial point that was attributed to the eventual
German defeat. How much do we really know about it?
What actually happened?

The Hate for Hitler
Adolf

Hitler.

Every

Things to Consider:
child

above the age of 5 would
probably have heard of this
notorious name, and hear of
his

evil

deeds

like

the

holocaust. One’s impression
of the Führer would also
include his foolishness and
incompetence, which led to
the defeat of Germany in
WWII. The hatred for Hitler
also resulted in the portrayal
of Britain as heroes, because
they defeated Germany in the
battle of Britain, which was
claimed to lead to Germany’s
demise.

Of course, we cannot deny
the fact that Hitler had many
twisted

ideas

and

has

committed many horrible

Things to consider:
What is the relationship
What were
the and
between
Germany
relationships between
Britain?
Britain and Germany
during WWII?

acts in his life, and his
warped

perception

of

a

“master race” wasn’t exactly
the most appealing idea to
many,

but

does

this

undermine his competency
as

a

leader?

immense

Did

our

hatred for

this

Fascist Overlord cloud our
judgment of his ability to
lead a nation? Also, did
Britain deserve all the credit
for defeating Hitler? Or…

But how true is this?

was

this

perception
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influenced

by

some

other

party? If so, who?

Dictator for so long and
allowed him to do what he
wanted, it isn’t very
surprising that Churchill

This was evident in the

A quote by Winston
A quote by Winston
Churchill. He was one of the
Churchill. He was one of the
few that wanted to put an
people that wanted to put
end to the policy of
an end to the policy of
appeasement towards
appeasement towards
Germany and Hitler. He
Germany and Hitler.
was eventually credited for

amount of anti-Nazi

winning the Battle of

propaganda posters in

Britain.

“I hate nobody except Hitler – and that is
professional.”

would come to dislike Hitler.
This essay will determine
whether the public’s
perception of Hitler is
justified or not, by looking
into the Battle of Britain, one
of the major turning points in
the war. The battle of Britain
was a war fought solely by
aerial units, and the common
belief was that it was a
decisive victory for Britain.
From the examination of this
incident, we can then deduce

Britain. The public hated
and ridiculed the Nazis and
Hitler due to the influence of
the propaganda being
spread around. This also
amplified the glorification of
Churchill and Britain after
they successfully defeated
the Nazis in the Battle of
Britain.

if Hitler had a plan in mind,
or he simply acted on impulse
and made illogical decisions.
In order to determine this, this
essay will explore the
different actions taken by
Hitler. The way the media
portrayed the Battle of Britain
would also be looked into, in
order to see whether they
manipulated this perception
of Hitler.

What people think

Things to consider:

The conventional view of
the Battle of Britain is that

What do you think

Britain had a decisive

shaped the conventional

victory against the Nazis,

view of the Battle of

overcoming all odds,

Britain?

eventually leading to the
Nazi defeat. James Holland,
states “Soon, it seemed,
Hitler would have all of

Powerful Propaganda

Europe at his feet. Yet

Churchill’s hatred for Hitler is

the Goliath they at first

well known. After Britain had

seemed, while her

appeased the German

leadership lacked the single-

Hitler's forces were not quite
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Story Title


An Anti-Nazi propaganda

You can easily change the

poster during WWII. What do

formatting of selected text in
you think is the purpose of

the
document text by
publishing these?

choosing a look for the
minded purpose, vision and

Hitler was completely

direction that had led to such

oblivious to the fact that

success on land. Nor was

Britain had a clear

Britain any David. Thanks to a

advantage, because Britain

sophisticated defensive

had a sophisticated radar

system and the combined

system, and they were also

efforts of the RAF, Royal

fighting on home ground,

Navy as well as the mounting

which can save them

sense of collective defiance led

significant amounts of fuel

by a new Prime Minister,

and casualties could easily

Britain was not ready to roll

recover re-enter combat.

over just yet.” This was the

This puts Hitler at a

conventional view; that

disadvantage in the fight,

Britain was able to overpower

and he knew it.

Germany due to its
sophisticated defensive
system and their new radar
that allowed them to detect
enemy planes. However, this
argument lays upon the
assumption that Hitler was
unaware of the power of the
British RAF and the Navy.
Aircraft numbers were top
secret, but most countries
have a rough estimate of their
numbers. The Germans before
the War set up several spy
rings in Britain. Both the
Abwehr and the
Sicherheitsdienst(SD) were
active. It was impossible that

selected text from the Quick
Styles gallery on the Home
tab. You can also format text
directly by using the other
controls on the Home tab.

Historiography

On the Insert tab, the

galleries
include
are
We should
not that
judge
designed
coordinate with
based ontohindsight.
the
overall
look
of your
What
might
seem
document.
You can
usehave
illogical now,
could
these
to insert
beengalleries
logical then.
tables, headers, footers, lists,
cover pages, and other
document.

One possible reason for
people to come to the
conclusion that Hitler was
foolish and made
convoluted decisions would
be because they draw the
link that since Hitler lost the
war, it must mean that he
made wrong decisions
during the war. When
looking into historiography,
we should not look at it as
such, because what might
seem a wrong decision to us
now might have been a
sensible thing to do at that
point of time.

36

British were horribly afraid

The Cunning Plan

of war. This also explains

Story Title

The next obvious question we

Chamberlain’s policy of

must then ask is – If Hitler

appeasement- the British

knew the odds were stacked

were willing to grasp at

against him, why would he

You can easily change the

anything in order to

initiate the Battle of Britain in

Good toofknow:
formatting
selected text in

preserve peace. Therefore, it

the first place? Why would

wouldn’t be surprising that

Hitler fight a war he knew he

the British would actually be

would lose? One explanation

willing to accept Hitler’s

would be that Hitler never

peace offer to Britain, in

planned to invade Britain in

order to avoid conflict. It

the first place. Operation Sea

was also widely known that

lion was made simply as a

the document text by
Operation Sea Lion, also
choosing a look for the
known as Unternehmen
selected text from the Quick
Seelöwe, was Germany’s
Styles gallery on the Home
plan to invade Britain.
tab. You can also format text
However, it was never
directly by using the other
put into action.
controls on the Home tab.

Hitler was an Anglophile –

threat to Britain, in hopes that

On the Insert tab, the

He liked the British. This

Britain would be scared into

galleries include that are

means that Hitler would

following the peace treaty that

designed to coordinate with

prefer not to invade the very

the overall look of your



document. You can use

“Neither the Kaiser nor Hitler sought to destroy
Britain or her empire. Both admired what Britain
had built.”

these
galleries
to insert
A quote
from the
book
tables,
headers,
footers,
“Churchill,
Hitler,
and thelists,
cover
pages,war.”
and other
unnecessary
By Patrick
document.
J. Buchanam, showing that
Hitler liked the British.

Hitler proposed before

country he looked up to.

initiating the Battle of Britain.

With both parties unwilling

While this might seem like a

to go into conflict, the

far-fetched idea, it was

argument that Hitler

reasonable then, for Hitler to

actually did not intend to

think that Britain would

invade Britain makes sense.

accept the peace treaty. The

He also thought that Britain

British at the time were still

would succumb to the peace

traumatized by WWI, and

offer once the Battle of

many of them were against

Britain was initiated, giving

going into war. Britain was

him a free hand to focus on

also not fully prepared yet;

Russia. Hitler had already

although their economy was

switched his principal

improving, it still had not

interest away from Britain

reached the level of warfare

before the air war

production that was required

commenced. This came

for war. As a result, many

formally on July 31, 1940, in

37

a conference with his senior

any more than the Luftwaffe

military chiefs, when Hitler

could have ensured it. The

announced his “resolve to

real obstacle was a force that

bring about the destruction of

Churchill failed to

the vitality of Russia in the

acknowledge-the British

You
can easily
change
the
The Royal
Navy
was the

spring of 1941”. This proves

Navy. The British media

formatting
of force
selected
text in
largest naval
in the

that Hitler was focusing on

focused so much on

the
document
text by It
world
during WWII.

Russia, and never planned to

portraying the RAF as

choosing
included:a look for the

invade Britain in the first

heroes, that most of us

place.

forget the fact that it was

selected text from the Quick
15 Battleships &
Styles gallery on the Home
Battlecruisers,
tab. You can also format text

The True Threat
Others might insist that Hitler
planned operation Sea Lion
with the intention of
following through with it.
Arguably, operation Sea Lion
could succeed if Germany was
able to gain air and sea
superiority, and it might not
be wrong to say that Hitler
did have a chance in winning
the Battle of Britain. After all,
he made mistakes in the battle
itself, like changing focus
from the British air bases to
the bombing of London,
which gave the RAF time to
recover, even though it led to
civilian losses. However, this
argument only holds true if
the defeat of the RAF meant
victory for Hitler. What most
people forget is their British
Navy - the actual military
threat that the British had.
Historian Derek Robinson is
convinced that the RAF could
not have prevented Sealion
from crossing the Channel,

still unlikely that Hitler
would be able to invade
Britain because of their
Naval superiority. This also
supports the argument that
Hitler never planned to
invade Britain - The power
of the British Navy was well

Story Title

The British Navy


directly
bycarriers,
using the other
7 Aircraft
controls on the Home tab.
66 Cruisers,
On
the Insert tab, the
galleries include that are
184 Destroyers of all types,
designed to coordinate with
60 Submarines,
the
overall look of your

known throughout Europe,

document. You can use
45 escort and patrol vessels.
these galleries to insert

and Hitler definitely knew

tables, headers, footers, lists,

that air superiority would

cover pages, and other

not guarantee success. With

document.

so many odds stacked
against Hitler, it is actually
unlikely that he actually
planned to go through with
Operation Sea Lion in the
first place.

A New Perspective
Another way of looking at
the issue is the way Britain
attempted to alter history to
suit them. The media played
a vital role in the portrayal
of the Battle of Britain, and
is crucial in determining
whether Hitler had a plan,
and whether Britain
deserves the credit they
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received. As of today,
Churchill and Britain are
regarded as heroes. However,
just because the public
perceived it to be so, doesn’t
mean it was actually true. The

A newspaper article

media manipulated the

titled “These Men of the

public’s perception of the

R.A.F.” Why do you

incident, giving Britain credit

think the British media

they not necessarily deserved.

placed so much emphasis

British propaganda then

on the success of the

portrayed Hitler and

R.A.F.?

Germany in a bad light, which
further promoted the
perception that Hitler did not
have a plan, and ultimately
lost the war because he was
foolish. They also excessively
praised the RAF, with many
articles about brave fighters,
like a newspaper article

propaganda”. This emphasis
on propaganda during the
WWII period influenced
people today, as seen by the
many books about Churchill
and Britain, like the series by
Michael Dobbs. This also
resulted in movies that

dating to 18 July 1940, titled
“These men of the RAF”. Lord
Beaverbrook, in charge of
British newspapers Daily
express and Sunday express
had no qualms in telling a

“Churchill’s Triumph”, a

Royal Commission on the

book by Michael Dobbs.

Press that he used them

There are many other books

“purely for the purpose of

that glorify Churchill and

making

his deeds, particularly for
leading Britain to victory in
the Battle of Britain.
placed too much emphasis on
Britain, for the sake of
entertainment.

Conclusion
Hitler had a plan, and he
followed through with it. Our
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perceptions of him today

because people will be more

were greatly influenced by

aware of the influence

propaganda from the British,

propaganda has on today’s

making us believe that they

perceptions of Britain. Of

were the ones that stopped

course, this essay is not

Hitler. Historiography today

undermining the

is affected by British

achievements of Britain or

propaganda of the past,

Churchill; it is suggesting that

where many books and

they might not be as heroic as

articles are over-glorifying

we perceive them to be, nor is

Churchill and Britain. This

Hitler as foolish as we think.

makes the essay relevant
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-THE COMMON MANIn history we often tend to analyse and see events in a grand scheme of
things, to look at leaders, generals, individuals in a position of power and
authority. Consequently we often tend to forget the true victims of history,
the common man, the other; unnoticed by historians. This layman
perspective is one that these essays aim to adopt in analysing social
issues rooted in historic events, such as anti-semitism movements,
propaganda and its relevance today and media portrayal. Through their
analysis of these questions, they aim to understand the inner workings of
history, not as static words written in stone, but rather as an organic
subject that is influenced by politics, media and propaganda all attempting
to manipulate the general public.
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The German Soldiers:
Heroes, Villains or Victims
Didymus
Ne

Were the German soldiers really victims of Adolf Hitler in the
Second World War?
The Nazi reign gave birth to blood,
hatred and anguish. There were
needless deaths, countless of
purges, and endless suffering.
Haunted by the shadows of Hitler,
the German soldiers claimed to be
innocent, stating that they were
completely unaware of his plans.
Even if they had known, they could
not oppose his command for it was
against the oath of allegiance they
had sworn. However, are the
German soldiers really as innocent
as they claim to be?

Hitler’s Propaganda

Aryan master
race: only the
Aryan race was
superior, all other
races, especially
Jews, were a threat
and racially impure.

Nuremberg racial
laws: A set of laws
where Jews were
banned from Civil
service and many
other public
services.

It is important to note that the
German soldiers were under great
influence from Hitler. He injected
his idea of an Aryan master race
into
every
German’s
mind.
Newspapers, radios and even
textbooks wrote about the impurity
of the Jews. Once, a race
defilement article wrote, “the Jew
has… large elements of Negro
blood… insatiable sexual greed
which hesitates at no crime.”
Evidently, Hitler targeted the Jews,
and he was so effective that his
idea of a master race passed off in
the Nuremberg racial laws. This
discrimination of the Jews further
amplified the German soldier’s
disgust towards them. German
General Kittel complained of the
mass executions of the Jews, but
only because the locations of the
graves may lead to his troops’
drinking water b

Source A: Starved, stripped, and illtreated Jews at the Holocaust
water becoming contaminated. Hate
towards the Jews was very evident
in every German soldier. Clearly, the
propaganda against the Jews was
very effective, causing the German
soldiers to not hesitate in murdering
the Jews for they believed it was a
noble thing to do. Their actions were
a result of Hitler’s manipulation. As
such, it is possible to classify them
as victims since they were being
used.

The choices the German
soldiers had
Additionally, prior to 1945, refuting
orders was not accepted by the
German military, which could to lead
to punishments as severe as
throwing
the
soldiers
into
concentration camps. Therefore,
even if a soldier had wanted to
decline the order, his own personal
safety would be compromised, thus
the German soldiers did not have a
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choice but to follow their orders.
Moreover, as raised by Stanley
Milgram,
reasonable
people,
when instructed by an authority,
obeyed commands entailing to
what they believed to be the
suffering of others. This means
that it was an instinctive response
for the German soldiers to carry
out the orders they received in
which they tortured countless
Jews, thereby showing that they
are not in control of their actions.
Since they are not in control of
their actions, the German soldiers
should not be blamed. Instead, the
mastermind behind their orders –
Adolf Hilter – should be charged.
Hence, it is possible to classify
them as victims of Adolf Hitler’s
manipulation.

German soldiers as victims
In retrospect, the mastermind
behind the actions of the German
soldiers was Hitler, showing that at
that point in time they were
actually being controlled, hence
they can be considered victims of
Adolf Hitler.

Willing or Unwilling parties
in Crime

a German soldier shot down an
innocent
cyclist
because
he
“wanted the bicycle”. Clearly, there
were German soldiers who willingly
took part in the war crimes.
Moreover, Hitler did have his group
of strong Nazi supporters. General
Cruwell was a huge follower of
Hitler. He would argue and fight for
Nazi ideology with General von
Thoma, as recorded in the
documentary “Spying On Hitler:
The
Secret
Recordings”.
Evidently, there were German
soldiers who agreed with Hitler and
took part in the war crimes willingly,
thus showing that they were not
forced, nor used by Hitler. As such,
the German soldiers cannot be
collectively classified as victims of
Hitler.

Hitler’s loss of support
Despite the fact that there were
many
German
soldiers
who
conformed to Hitler’s desires, there
were a few individual soldiers who
were against Nazism and tried to
resist. General von Thoma was
recorded to have said, “Hitler isn’t
normal” and that “the propaganda is
entirely negative”. He insults Hitler’s
methods, and criticizes his sanity. It
is apparent that he was a violent
anti-Nazi. Additionally, there were
many incidences of coup d’etats,
most prominent being the 20 July
2
1944 assassination
attempt.

Stanley Milgram:
an American social
psychologist, best
known for his
controversial
experiment on
obedience
conducted in the
1960s

Spying On Hitler:
The Secret
Recordings: a
Channel 4
documentary
showing how
Britain obtained
intelligence from
Germany during
the Second World
War
Hitler had
strong
support
from the
German
army before
1930. What
caused the
loss of
support?

Food for thought

However,
even
though
the
German soldiers were unable to
oppose their orders, it does not
show whether the German soldiers
were actually willing parties in the
crimes. In an article written by
Allan Hall, the German soldiers
murdered innocent civilians out of
pure enjoyment. Two German
fighter pilots were sharing about
the immense pleasure they had
shooting down cars and trains with
innocent passengers. In another
article written by Jan Fleischhaur,
a German soldier shot down an
innocent cyclist because

Source B: A quote from Stanley
NuncMilgram
cursus magna quis
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20 July
assassination
attempt: main
instigator of
attempt was Claus
von Stauffenberg,
Chief of Staff to
Fromm, and
Commander of the
Reserve Army
Andrew Roberts:
a World War II
British historian

most prominent being the 20 July
1944
assassination
attempt.
Although the attempt ultimately
failed, it proved that Hitler had lost
his support among his German
soldiers. It also shows that there
were
German
soldiers
who
recognized
that
Hitler
was
incapable of leading Germany and
hence wanted to save Germany by
removing him. This is further
supported by Andrew Roberts,
who stated, “all of [the] poor military
leaders
were
appointed
or
promoted by Hitler, mainly because
they were Nazis, and that’s no way
to fight – or win – a war.” His
statement reveals Hitler’s biasness
towards his Nazi members despite
their inaptitude, thereby proving
that Hitler was prepared to sacrifice
Germany’s chance at winning the
war for his own selfish

ideological prominence in Germany.

Difference between Hitler
and the German soldiers
Unlike Hitler, the German soldiers
were willing to stake their lives for
their better Germany. They would
readily sacrifice everything they
had, while Hitler was only
concerned about his ideological
ambition. Most of the plotters of the
20 July assassination attempt
committed suicide after hearing
news of its failure, such as Count
von Stauffenberg and General
Ludwig Beck. Clearly, they were
already prepared for death no
matter the result. Therefore, it can
be seen that the German soldiers
were willing to put in so much more
for Germany than the Fuhrer
himself.

Source C: Conference room at Wolf’s Lair after 20 July 1944 assassination attempt
3
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German soldiers as Heroes
The German soldiers not only put
in more than what Hitler had put in
for Germany, they were willing to
sacrifice their all. Their patriotic
spirit is vividly illustrated. As such,
they can be classified as heroes of
Germany.
However, it must be noted that
only a few German soldiers
resisted and disagreed with Hitler.
Many others conformed to his
ideology. Thus, only specific
individual German soldiers can be
classified as heroes of Germany.
The German soldiers cannot be
collectively classified as heroes.

Common point of the
victims and heroes
Thus far, there have been two
groups
of
German
soldiers
classified - one group as victims,
and the other as heroes. Both
groups are distinctly different. The
victims were used, while the
heroes were violently against
Nazism. However, what is the
common point between both
groups?
They are responsible for
German civilians’ suffering.

the

Victims’ part to play in
German civilians’ suffering
Though it may have been
reluctant, the German soldiers did
commit the war crimes. They
massacred
innocent civilians,
robbed Jews of their property and
carried out forced labour. Victims
of the Holocaust, as well as family
of the deceased who were
massacred, will find it difficult to
forgive their actions. Their actions
left the victims with lots of

Source D: Slaughtering of Jews at Ukraine, 1942: a
woman tries to shield a child with her body
psychological and physical trauma.
Elie Wiesel, a Holocaust survivor,
mentioned, “That I survived the
Holocaust and went on to love
beautiful girls, to talk, to write, to
have toast and tea and live my life
- that is what is abnormal.” His
statement shows the emotional
scars the Holocaust had left on
him. Clearly, the German soldiers’
actions amounted to suffering of
the German civilians, both during
and after the war. As such, the socalled
“manipulated”
German
soldiers are still responsible for the
German civilians’ suffering.

Elie Wiesel: a
Holocaust survivor
who has written
many books, one
of them being
“Night”, which was
based on his
experiences as a
prisoner in the
Auschwitz

Heroes’ part to play in
German civilians’ suffering
Martyn Housden also raised an
interesting issue regarding the
heroic German soldiers: Did they
who resisted really do so because
they disagreed with the Nazi
ideologies, or did they actually
have some common ground with
it?
Although the 20 July 1944
assassination attempt shows that
the German soldiers resisted Hitler,
the attempt stemmed not from his
twisted ideologies, but his

Martyn Housden:
author of
“Resistance and
Conformity in the
Third Reich”
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Hitler's
aggressive
foreign policy:
German
domination of
western Europe;
and acquisition of a
vast new empire of
“living space”
(Lebensraum) in
eastern Europe

“The
population
Source
E:
[here
in
Poland]
Stauffenberg’s
is
an unbelievable
letter
to his wife,
rabble,
1939 there are a
lot of Jews and a
lot of cross
breeds. It is a
people which
only feels good
when it is under
the whip. The
thousand of
prisoners will do
our agricultural
economy good.
They are certain
to be put into
good use in
Germany [and
will be]
industrious,
willing and easily
satisfied.”

incapability in leading Germany to
victory in the war. Count von
Stauffenberg, the main instigator of
the attempt, wrote in a letter, “The
population here in Poland is an
unbelievable rabble… a people
which only feels good when it is
under the whip… put into good use
in Germany… easily satisfied." His
letter reveals that he did agree with
Hitler’s Nazi ideology, where he
despised other racially “impure”
groups. General Ludwig Beck, who
too
was
involved
in
the
assassination
attempt,
was
sympathetic towards aspects of
Hitler's aggressive foreign policy.
He wrote, "It is correct... that
Germany needs a larger living space
both in Europe and in colonial
sphere … only be acquired through
war." He even agreed that
Czechoslovakia was a threat to
Germany which needed to be
removed, "if necessary by war".
Clearly, both conspirators of the
attempt agreed with Hitler, thus
showing that the attempt could not
have risen because of disagreement
with Hitler’s ideologies.

Change in German soldiers’
impression of Hitler
So, what sparked the resistance
attempt? It was Hitler’s incapability
in leading Germany to victory in the
war. In a documentary “Valkyrie the
Real thing”, it mentioned that Hitler
had weak retreat strategies, which
resulted in 57 thousand German
POWs to be paraded on the streets
of Moscow. Moreover, he had very
weak health, to the extent where he
would not be able to function without
the injection of steroids his doctor
prescribed to him. Additionally, Dr
Geoffrey Mergargee wrote in an
article that Hitler refused to listen to
his generals’ advice and had no
back-up plans. “Only a miracle could
stave off defeat.” Evidently, Hitler
5 Germany
was incapable of leading
to victory in the war. Therefore, it

stave off defeat.” Evidently, Hitler
was incapable of leading Germany
to victory in the war. Therefore, it
can be concluded that the
assassination
attempt
was
conspired mainly due to Hitler’s
incapability, and not because of
disagreements with his ideology.
However, it was not only the
soldiers involved in the attempt
who despised Hitler. In the Secret
Recordings
documentary,
the
German generals were mocking
Hitler, calling him “fat and insane”.
Additionally, Hitler’s passing of the
Nuremberg racial laws, as well as
the Holocaust, frightened many of
his soldiers. Helmuth von Moltke
wrote in a letter, “In this way more
than a thousand men are being
murdered for certainty every day…
how can I bear this and sit just the
same in my warm room and drink
tea?” His letter reveals his shame
towards Hitler’s actions. Clearly,
the German soldiers’ impression of
Hitler had changed – from
someone they admired to some
they would rather not have – due
to the fact that Hitler’s actions were
not gearing towards Germany
winning the war, but rather towards
achieving his personal goals,
causing Germany to suffer more
losses than it had in World War I.

German soldiers as villains
It is apparent that the resistance
was formed because of Hitler’s
incapability in leading Germany to
victory in the war, and not because
of the harsh treatment towards the
Jews, as well as other German
civilians. Meaning, had Hitler been
wiser in his military strategies, the
German soldiers would not have
considered resistance against
Hitler. Evidently, the German
soldiers do not care about the
suffering of the Jews and other
German civilians. Hence, the
“heroic” German soldiers are also
responsible for the German
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German civilians. Hence, the
“heroic” German soldiers are also
responsible for the German
civilians’ suffering. Since the
German soldiers are responsible,
directly or indirectly, for the
German civilians’ suffering, the
German
soldiers should
be
classified as villains of Germany –
heartless, brutal, and evil.

Past vs Present
To this day, many German soldiers
of World War II feel ashamed of
the war crimes they committed.
Many choose to deny what had
happened during the Holocaust.
Johann Breyer admits that he
worked at the concentration camp,
but stresses that he was not
involved in the execution of the
Jews. In an article written by
Michael Sontheimer, how the
participation in the Nazi regime
brought about massive guilt to his
parents who were both SS army
soldiers, as well as the fact that his
11-year old son also bears the
shame of Nazism, is illustrated.
Clearly, the execution of the Jews,
which the German soldiers had
thought to be “noble”, over time,
became the source of their guilt
and shame. The exposure of flaws
in Nazism caused the German
soldiers to realize the brutality of
their actions, thus resulting in them
feeling guilty.

Media portrayal of the
German soldiers’ today
Despite the rich history behind the
German soldiers, how today’s
media portrays them influences
the people’s impression of them.
In In the movie Inglorious Basterds,
the German soldiers followed
Hitler’s orders blindly. However, in
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Source F: Evil Nazi scientist, Red
skull, in Captain America film
In the movie Inglorious Basterds,
the German soldiers followed
Hitler’s orders blindly. However, in
reality, the German soldiers did try
to advise and convince Hitler of
their ideas, though he was not
receptive. Additionally, in Captain
America, the evil character was a
German Nazi scientist. However,
not all the German soldiers were
evil – there were some who truly
did not agree with Hitler’s
ideologies, such as Helmuth von
Moltke and General von Thoma.
Clearly, the German soldiers have
been stereotyped. As a result,
there is a loss of empathy towards
the German soldiers in World War
II. It is, in fact, an inaccurate
portrayal of the German soldiers.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the role played by
the German soldiers is dependent
on circumstance. At different
points in time, the German soldiers
would have adopted different
roles, as long as they believed it
was beneficial. As such, the
German
soldiers
are,
too,
responsible
for
Germany’s
outcome, and are not merely
victims of Hitler’s manipulation, nor
merely heroes who tried to save
Germany.
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Escaping from Communism:
The Berliner Perspective
To what extent did the increasingly dangerous escapes
signify that Communism was not an
“ideology of the people”?
Communism:
a socioeconomic system
structured upon the common
ownership of the means of
production and characterized
by the absence of social
classes, money, and the
state .
GDR:
German Democratic Republic, commonly known as the
Communist country of East
Germany.

Introduction
“It’s a bird, a plane, no… a hot air
balloon floating across the Berlin
Wall! Open Fire!” an East Berlin
soldiers would say. GDR soldiers
stepped up on security because the
escape methods across the border
of East and West Berlin were becoming more dangerous and commonplace, from a one-way-trip initially to taking hot-air balloons after the Wall was built in 1961.

Cold War:

A silent ideological war between Communism and Democracy. It is called the cold
war because no literal war
happened.
“Ideology of the People”:
Needs to provide care for its
people with good quality and
abundance of basic needs.
Needs to be able to boost the
economic growth of the
country for it to recuperate
after World War II.
“Paradox of Communism”:
The supposed “peopleoriented ideology” was chasing its people away as the
years passed; more and more
people tried to escape from
East Berlin to the democratic
West Berlin.

Germany under control, territories from
right, clockwise:
USSR (red), USA (light blue), Britain
(purple), France (blue)

As the years passed, capitalism was
still a threat and the USSR felt the
need for a Berlin Wall to protect Communist ideals.

“People-oriented” Ideology
In order to determine if the increasingly dangerous escapes from East-Berlin
signified that Communism was not an
“ideology of the people”, one needs
to consider social and economic reasons. An ideology of “the people”
needs to care for its people, meaning
that it must provide good quality of
basic needs for the people. This ideology must be able to improve the country’s economic state, especially since
countries were busy with post-war recuperation. Communism was created
by “the people” for “the people”. The
key factor is to unravel the paradox of
Communism, why this “peopleoriented” ideology was chasing its
people away.

Territorial Division
After World War II ended in 1945,
the Allies took over Germany, with
France, Britain and USA taking the
West and the Soviet taking the
East. The capital, Berlin, was situated in the East and was split into
four sectors as with Germany itself,
marking the beginning of the Cold
War between Communism and German soldiers looking through a hole of the
fallen Berlin Wall, 1990
Capitalism.
1
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East Berlin

West Berlin

Ideology

Communism

Capitalism

Basic
Needs

Equal share;
Everything
provided for,
even education

More money,
more quantity,
more quality

Jobs

Every East
German determined fit
for work was
allocated a
job.

Find your own
job

Control

Stasi control

More freedom

Speed of
Recovery

Low

High

Living Conditions
“Miracle Years”:
Years 1949-1968, where
West Germany had a
large economic growth
against a significantly
smaller population
growth
Stasi:

East German Secret Police, focused on catching
traitors and defectors. It
is estimated that 1 in 50
East Berliners cooperated with the Stasi.
Escape Methods from
East Berlin:


Travelling across the
border of East Berlin
and West Berlin and
never coming back
(safe)



Hiding in the car
boots of country ambassadors (safe till
found out)



Digging a tunnel
(medium risk)



Hot air balloon
(medium risk)



Ramming a car into
the Berlin Wall
(medium risk)



Jumping over the
barbed wire fences
before the wall was
erected (high danger)

It is conventionally believed
that Communism was unable
to provide for its people. According to historian Jennifer
Rosenberg, the speed of recuperation after the war was
very different in East- and
West-Germany. West Germany made use of capitalism
and “experienced such a rapid growth of their economy
that it became known as the
‘economic miracle’”. Over
time, West-Germans were
living comfortably with little
problems, enjoying basic
needs of good quality. Studies have shown that the
“growth in national product
over the ‘miracle years’ was
around 8% annually yet population growth over this period was just 1%.” Wendy
Carlin mentions that WestBerlin had exponential economic success much better
than France, Italy and Britain, “the other three large
European economies”, in the
1950s and relatively positive
economy from 1960 through
post-1973. East-Germans
were however forced into
“working on state-owned
farms”, even so there was
little economic growth,
showing that Communism
was not as effective as Capitalism economically. People
aim towards a better life and
will consider escaping EastBerlin to enjoy the better
benefits of Capitalism. Communism, which did not care
for the basic needs of the
people, cannot be considered
as an “ideology of the people”.

Family over Ideology
However, many believe that East-Germans escaped to reunite with family and not because of
the hate for Communism. Thomas Johnson
mentions that people tried to escape East-Berlin
not because of ideology, but because of family.
Berliners cried at the Palace of Tears
(Friedrichstrasse S-Bahn Station) because they
had to bid farewell to close family members
who were separated by the Berlin Wall. This
became motivation for escape.

Friedrichstrasse S-Bahn Station, where many German
families were torn apart

2

49

Loss of Confidence
Although some think that EastGermans escaped because of familial ties only, it was actually due to
the separation from family that led
to the East-Germans losing confidence in Communism as a caring
ideology. The East-Germans believed that the less restrictive Capitalism was a better alternative.
Fuelled by familial love, the escapees felt that Communism was not
caring as an ideology and eventually
escaped. Held down by desperation,
people would rather risk their lives
than become a puppet of the East.
After the wall was built, medicine
from West-Berlin could no longer
be retrieved for the Sigrid Paul’s
baby whose health was faltering,
leaving no choice but to send the
young child alone to West-Berlin
for medical treatment. The many
rejected visa attempts to visit her
son fueled her motivation to escape.
She still attempted escaping, knowing the life risks. Therefore Communism cannot be called an ideology of “the people”, because it has
failed to care for them, causing open
rejection by the East-Berliners.

leadership meant that “economic
surplus that people produced
went into a social fund” which
improved the quality of living of
the people rather than make a
few stakeholders richer than
they already were in WestBerlin. This fund subsidised
basic necessities, such as the
housing rental and free university school fees which even included allowance for “living expenses”. Life was not as bad,
because East-Berliners had their
basic needs covered under the
Communist jurisdiction. Communism was able to take good
care of its people by ensuring
that the lives of its citizens was
equivalent to having everything
served on a silver platter for little cost. Basic needs and education was covered, meaning that
life in East-Berlin was worryfree and hence Communism
which thought for its people’s
welfare did care. As such people
were willing to trade off quality
for quantity, which ensured their
three meals every day. Thus this
caring ideology was “peopleoriented”.

Benefits of the Social Fund under Communism:


Housing was greatly subsidized.



Education was practically free.



Allowance was given during
education.



Basic food and drinks were
priced cheaply and became
very affordable.



Medical fees were included
and covered.

Worry-Free Life
Others argue that Communism was
an ideology of “the people” because
it cared for them. “Over 90 percent
of the GDR’s productive assets
were owned by the country’s citizens collectively, while in WestGermany, productive assets remained privately concentrated in a
few hands” The socialist form of

Heavily subsidised by the Social Fund,
East Berlin houses were almost free.
3
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Individual Perspectives
“Ostalgic” Memories:
Trabant: East-German
produced car that almost
all East Germans owned,
some East Berliners never
got to drive one despite
having been driven around
in it.

The Trabant, an East-German
produced car

Rottkaepchen:
A type of sparkling wine
sold in East Berlin only.
When the wall fell, production ceased. East Germans feel nostalgic of the
taste and rushed to buy it
in the supermarkets when
the reunified Germany finally started reproducing
this brand
Key Points to note:
Majority believe that
Communism was not an
ideology of the people,
though there are some who
have lived in Communist
East that still prefer the
lifestyle. People originally
believed that Communism
was not people-oriented.
As time passed, the views
on Communism changed
and positive views of
Communism surfaced.

Many historians argue otherwise
that oppressive Communism was
not “people-oriented” because of
the lack of freedom, a important
component of welfare. As mentioned in the book “Berlin & Potsdam”, the Stasi (East-German Secret Police) had great influence in
every East-Berliner’s life, with an
estimated “91,000 full-time employees and 300,000 informants”,
which compromised freedom. Still,
East-Germans were willing to trade
freedom for security. East-German
writer Henry-Martin Klemt is one
of many who acknowledges the
benefits of capitalism but prefers
East-German lifestyle. Klemt prefers a slower pace more in tune
with “human instincts” to “freedom
and a nice apartment,”. The Western ideals did not fit the EastGermans because priorities were
different. The West-Germans preferred wealth to security; the EastGermans vice versa. Most EastGermans wanted simplicity, which
Communism could better provide
for. The Capitalist mind-set cannot
measure that Communism was bad
as an ideology due to the difference
in fundamental values. The escapes
show a minority that disliked this
lifestyle and cannot represent the
majority in judging Communism as
an ideology of the people.

Changing Views

now fond memories have surfaced.
When the Berlin Wall fell on 9 November 1989, Berliners rejoiced. Yet, according to Henry Ridgwell, “Ostalgie”,
nostalgia for East-Germany, has surfaced after years passed since the Wall
fell. People did not greatly dislike Communist lifestyle, there was still something that they fondly remembered, thus
Communism was not as harsh as it was
portrayed to be. The Trabant, the main
mode of transport used by EastBerliners during the wall. Simona Matern, who now guides the Trabi safari
around Berlin sites explained that many
younger East Germans were below the
legal age to drive. The vehicle has become an icon of East-Berlin which many
people miss. Birger, an East-German,
states that most East-Germans enjoyed
their lives and prefer it to the current
reunification. “There is no difference
between dictatorship and freedom. The
poor also lack the freedom to travel”.
The comments show that people still
have nostalgic feelings towards EastGerman lifestyle and would rather that
to freedom. The East-German Museum
in Berlin offers the chance for visitors to
try food that was served in East-Berlin,
showing that East-Berlin had something
praiseworthy. Since people have many
fond memories of East Berlin culture
and lifestyle, the escapes from East Berlin only provide a view of the minority
who were not content with the lifestyle
and wanted a change, thus the escapes
cannot signify that Communism was not
an ideology of the people.

It must be recognised that the view
of Communism then and now are
different. People believed then that
Communism was not peopleoriented when the wall just fell, yet
4
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Truth or Ideals
It needs to be noted that this point
of view cannot be fully trusted.
The East Berliners may not be remembering the love for East Berlin and Communism, but rather the
ideals of the Communist ideology
that they trusted. This means that
not all of the fond memories may
have been a reality and instead just
a figment of the ideals of Communism that these East Germans
have worked so hard for.

Media’s Manipulation
The media has still portrayed
Communism negatively, as an ideology that did not care for people’s
welfare, despite this nostalgia. Peter Fechter, an East-German bricklayer attempted an escape. He was
shot in the pelvis and fell in the
border between the wall and
barbed wires. No one from either
side of the Wall tried to save him.
“It’s not our problem,” one of the
American soldiers said in response. The GDR soldiers brought
him back into East-Berlin only after he died. The West openly announced his death that evening,
mentioning the cruelty of the East
which left a citizen to bleed to
death. The media’s portrayal of
this event shows its involvement
in manipulating the public into
thinking that Communism was not
people-oriented. Conrad Schumann’s (A GDR Soldier) escape is
another example. His leap over the
barbed wire fence that separated
East and West became an international symbol of freedom and was
advertised to many. Again, the media plants the impression that

Communism inhibited freedom. Any escapes became acts of reclaiming freedom.
After the wall fell, parts of the wall were
maintained for tourism as a reminder of
freedom. Through the media’s manipulation of East-Germany as oppressive, the
Americans insinuated that Communism
was not “people-oriented” in order to
gain more support for Capitalism and to
justify their actions in the Cold War thus
leading West-Germans to believe that
Communism was not an ideology of the
people.

Even tourism played a part
in bringing Communism
down. Part of the Berlin
Wall was maintained as a
memory of the oppressive
Communism and as a symbol of freedom.

Political Sphere of Influence
The media’s actions were the result of
politics during the Cold War, where
Americans who wrote history have also
used historical landmarks such as the
Checkpoint Charlie Museum and parts of
the fallen Berlin Wall to portray Communism as oppressive, to beautify Capitalism as a better alternative. George
Marshall (Secretary of State of America,
1947-1949) stated in his Marshall Plan
that this policy was “not directed against
any country” but against hunger, poverty,
desperation, and chaos” with a purpose of
recovery of economy. The condemning
actions of the West against Communism
through the media spreading Communism‘s disadvantages proves otherwise. The West did not honour its word
of allowing both German states to equally
improve. Capitalism was promoted while
Communism was concurrently condemned. Since the media has portrayed
the escapes from East-Berlin in such a
positivity that Communism is condemned, they are too overrated as a symbol to signify that Communism is not an
“ideology of the people”.

“Achtung! Sie verlassen
jetzt West-Berlin” - a danger sign to warn people
who were about to leave
West Berlin. Similar signs
were placed at the borders
between East and West
Berlin.

Irony in Political
Stands:
Although the Marshall
Plan aimed for both
sides of Germany to
equally recuperate without any favoritism or
fighting, both sides of
Germany were constantly fighting in order to
become better at the cost
of bringing the other ideology down.

5
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Conclusion
Communism is overly and wrongly
condemned. The media has manipulated people’s minds because of politics in the Cold War to show that
Capitalism was the better ideology.
The living conditions in West-Berlin
may have been more carefree, but
the East-Germans were willing to
exchange freedom for security and
wealth for stability. Still, Communism was portrayed negatively,
leaving the advantages only for the
East-Berliners to remember. It needs
to be recognised that at that point in
time, the East-Germans felt satisfied

with what they were getting in the East
and preferred this lifestyle to the
West’s. The fact that Communism was
able to survive through the Cold War
marks the mystery behind it, why the
“oppressive” ideology was able to
hold its ground. The Capitalist mindset cannot judge Communism because
of fundamental differences. The escapes, no matter how dangerous, are
overrated and cannot signify that
Communism was not an “ideology of
the people”.

Mural of an escape attempt
where a car was rammed into
the wall

People standing on the Berlin
Wall and rejoicing when the
Wall came down in 1990.
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Media Portrayal of the
Japanese Kamikaze PilotsWere they victims?

“

Before you read:
•
Who were the
Kamikaze pilots?
•
What was the
predicament the
empire of Japan
during the War?

You and I are cherry blossoms in
season. Every flower knows it
must die. We will die gloriously,
then, for our homeland.

”

This is the Kamikaze anthem,
which the Kamikaze pilots had to
sing endlessly. In order to
determine if the Japanese
Kamikaze pilots were victims,
one has to look at first hand
accounts of the individuals
taking part in the kamikaze
missions, whether they were
willing to take part in these
missions. One also has to look at
statistics of the Kamikaze
attacks
to
determine
the
effectiveness of the attacks. This
was especially at a time in the
Second World War when the
Empire of Japan was suffering
great losses and was facing
problems such as lack of
advanced fighter jets and
experienced pilots. The Allied
Forces,
especially
the
Americans were approaching
Okinawa to launch an attack.
Based on the circumstances
they were facing, the Japanese
Kamikaze pilots can be seen as
victims of the war.

Japanese Stamp made in 1945. Note
the Cherry Blossoms in the design of
the stamp.

Kamikaze
Suicide
attacks
carried out by the
Empire of Japan
during WW2

VICTIMS: NATION VS INDIVIDUAL

The Kamikaze pilots were victims
as Japan was in an unpredictable
situation in the war. The Empire
of Japan’s military equipment
was not as advanced as
compared to the United States. A
crucial base, Saipan, was
captured by the Allied Forces.
This put the US in a favoured
position to
bomb Japan using
the B-29 Superfortress. Captain
Motoharu Okamura said, “ ... the
only way to swing the war in our
favor is to resort to crash-dive
attacks with our planes.” This
meant that the Japanese army
was already being pushed over
the edge. They had to gather as

Second World War
Great war that lasted
from 1939-1945
Allied Forces
USA, UK, France,
Poland etc
B-29
Superfortress
Propeller-driven
heavy
bomber
mainly used by
USA
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MEDIA PORTRAYAL OF THE JAPANESE KAMIKAZE PILOTS- WERE
THEY VICTIMS?
Furguson who suggested that such
many Japanese pilots as possible
Kamikaze missions were the use of
for this mission within a short
violence to fulfil political agenda.
period of time. This resulted in the
Historian Jean Baechler also thought
use of violence by the war leaders
that the Kamikaze missions were
in
desperation
against
the
basically a violent form of military
Kamikaze pilots to recruit as many
strategy to attack the enemies. The
pilots as possible. Hence, the war
Kamikaze
pilots’s
individual
leaders should not be seen as
perspective
of
the
Kamikaze
callous, heartless individuals that
missions shows that they had no
didn’t care for the lives of the
control of whether they wanted to
Kamikaze pilots, but rather people
take part in these missions. Since
driven by desperation by the
they were not given the freedom of
circumstances they were in, to
choice by the higher-ups as to
resort to such means.
whether they wanted to take part in
these missions, and were also
treated brutally, these pilots were
The Kamikaze Pilots were victims
victims of the war.
of the war as they were being

Bushido code
English translation of a
Japanese phrase “the
way of the warrior”
Hirohito
124th
emporer
of
Japan, ruled from 25
December 1926 to 7
January 1989
Yomiuri Shimbun
One of the national
newspapers in Japan
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forced to undertake these suicide
missions. Emiko Ohnuki-Tierney
wrote in his diary, “If a soldier had
managed to be courageous
enough not to volunteer, he would
have been consigned to a living
hell… sent to the southern
battlefield, where death was
guaranteed… their refusal was
disregarded.” Irokawa Daikichi
recalled, “ I was struck on the face
so hard and frequently that my face
was no longer recognizable …
purpose for this brutal “training”
was to instill “fighting spirit” in the
soldiers’ heart.” Tsuneo Watanabe,
Editor-in-Chief of the Yomiuri
Shimbun, criticized “It's all a lie
that they left filled with braveness
and joy, crying, 'Long live the
emperor!' They were sheep at a
slaughterhouse.
...”
This
is
supported by Historian Nial

NOT VICTIMS?
However, one may argue that the
Kamikaze pilots were not victims as
there were pilots who actually
volunteered for the suicide missions.
According to the Bushido code, a
real man is one who is loyal to those
that he owes a debt of gratitude to.
Surviving kamikaze pilot, Tadamasa
Itatsu said " … they all wanted to
volunteer. We needed to be warriors
to stop the invasion from coming. Our
minds were set.” “Hirohito... was
considered sacred and was referred
to as Tenno Heika, meaning son of
heaven. So important was his role…
allowed to retain his position and
titlewhen Japan surrendered in World
War II. ...” In 1281, the Mongol Army
invaded Japan via the sea. A strong
typhoon came and destroyed the
Mongol forces and fleet. The

Tea ceremony for the Kamikaze pilots before they set off for their missions

MEDIA PORTRAYAL OF THE JAPANESE KAMIKAZE PILOTS- WERE
THEY VICTIMS?

The Seven Virtues of the Bushido Code: Honesty, Resect, Loyalty , Honor,
Courage, Rectitude, Benevolence

Japanese saw it as a form of “divine
protection” from the heavens. Hence
The Japanese pilots believed that this
“divine protection would come to protect
Japan once again during the war. This
shows that some of the Kamikaze pilots
were willing to undertake these missions
out of their own will. The pilots knew that
it was their utmost responsibility to
protect their country and their emperor,
since it was what the traditional beliefs
and values had taught them, and they
strongly believed in it.
However, one must understand that
although some of the Kamikaze pilots
volunteered for the missions, they are
still victims due to the fact that they were
being brought up to be forced to believe
in all these traditional values. The
government of Japan has manipulated
the media, as well as education in order
to brainwash the Kamikaze pilots to
deeply believe in such values. A form of
propaganda called Kamishibai was put

in place by the government,
where street performers used
picture scrolls to tell stories
typically foucusing on self
sacrifice for the nation and
heroism. Education in Japan at
that time focused on the pride
of Japan as well as teaching
children about being warriors.
Hence, the act of volunteering
by the kamikaze pilots was
influenced
by
government
propaganda.

NOT VICTIMS:
PERSPECTIVE

WESTERN

From the Western perspective, the
Japanese Kamikaze pilots were not
victims of the war. According to the
US Air Force webpage, 4900 sailors
were killed and 4800 were injured.
The West saw the Kamikaze pilots
as their enemies as who caused
damage to their forces. Despite the
fact that the Kamikaze pilots killed

Propaganda
Information, especially
of a biased and
misleading
nature
used to promote a
political
cause
or
political point of view

Kamishibai
Picture on the left
shows a Kamishibai
performance. Note the
drawing of a dead
character
on
the
picture scroll
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MEDIA PORTRAYAL OF THE JAPANESE KAMIKAZE PILOTS- WERE
THEY VICTIMS?
themselves, they also killed and
harmed others in the process.
This led to the West to be unable
to accept that the Kamikaze
pilots were the victims.
United Nations(UN)
Intergovernment
organisation
that
promotes
international
cooperation

Ironically, regardless of the
government’s
intention
to
perform the Kamikaze attacks,
the Japanese Kamikaze pilots
were still victims due to the
ineffectiveness of the Kamikaze
attacks. According to the US Air
Force website, 2,800 Kamikaze
attackers sunk 34 Navy ship and
14% of Kamikazes survived to
score a hit on a ship. Saburo
Sakai said, “ Surprise attacks will
be successful the first time…
only a fool would continue the
same attacks for ten months... ”
Compared to the number of
planes used in the attacks, the
damage inflicted is relatively low.
This meant that the Kamikaze
attacks were not even useful in
deterring the US navy away from
Japan, causing the Kamikaze
pilots to died for naught. Why
didn’t the Japanese Army
optimize the deployment of pilots
to form a more effective attack
against the Allied Forces?

MEDIA: THEN AND NOW
Media portrayal of the Kamikaze
has changed over the time.
During wartime, the Japanese
government
portrayed
the
Kamikaze pilots as heroes who

believed and acted in accordance to
the Bushido Code, as seen by the
numerous posters made during that
period. Presently, the Japanese
government is seeking permission to
get the last letters of the kamikaze
pilots as United Nations(UN) heritage
items , which is an act of
“immortalising” the kamikaze pilots.
The above shows that the Japanese
government were actually manipulating
and taking advantage of the Kamikaze
pilots to justify that the nation’s
decision to perform these Kamikaze
attacks were valid. Show that even
now, Japan is still not admitting to their
mistakes that they made in World War
2.

Drawing of a Kamikaze pilot getting ready
for his mission

As for the citizens perspective, after the
embarrassing loss of the war, the
Kamikaze pilots were seen as a
disgrace of the country, and as
“symbols of the horror and insanity of
the war”. A surviving pilot said “ …

An US navy ship being destroyed after 1 or more Kamikaze pilots crashed into
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Government
Portrayal

Brave
soldiers,
heroes of
Japan(Then)

Immortalizi
ng the
pilots(Now)

Citizen
Perspective

Disgrace to
the country,
looked down
on(Then:
after the
war)

Sympathetic
and
respectful
towards the
pilots (now)

MANIPULATION OF HISTORY
In conclusion, the Japanese Kamikaze
pilots were victims. The Japanese
government as well as the Kamikaze
pilots themselves felt that they were
victims since they had no choice in
what they did since it was shaped by
their culture. Politics can shape how
an individual is perceived, and they
will have no say in determining their
perception by the public. In this case,
the Japanese government forced
some of the Kamikaze pilots to
undertake these missions using
violence as well as media. However,
the West believed that the Kamikaze

pilots were not victims, due to the
damage caused by the Kamikaze
pilots. However, it must be noted
that the US dropped atomic bombs
at Hiroshima and Nagasaki in
Japan nearing the end of the war,
using the Kamikaze pilots being
aggressive as their excuse for their
atrocity. Ironically, it is the West
that allowed Japan to manipulate
and rewrite history even though the
West were the victors of World War
2. The West allowed the existing
Japanese emperor to keep his role
after the War as they did not want
another War to occur and wanted a
strong Japan to stand against the
Coummunist China. Hence, up to
today, it is not really about how the
Kamikaze pilots are portrayed.
Rather, it is how the country
benefits from how it is portrayed.

Assault
on
the
Pacific: Kamikaze
Japanese
movie
directed by Keiko
Kishi in 2007 about
the Kamikaze pilots

Chiran
Peace
Museum
Location
where
Kamikaze
pilots
departed
for
their
missions,
now
a
museum that pays
tribute
to
the
Kamikaze pilots

Like what the Kamikaze pilots say,
“Tennouheika banzai!”

KEY CONCEPTS

surviving Special Attack pilots were …
looked on askance or indifferent…
disparaged by being called 'Special
Attack degenerates”. However, many
years after the war, much respect and
sympathy has been made by the
public towards the Kamikaze pilots
due to the courage and bravery they
displayed. In the movie, “Assault on
the Pacific: Kamikaze” in 2007, the
portrayal of pilots feelings, desires and
fears were being focused more than
the heroic fighting scenes, which
portrayed the Kamikaze pilots more as
victims of the war. Furthermore, the
Chiran Peace Museum was built in
1975 in memory of the Japanese
Kamikaze pilots.

•

•

•

•

Tennouheika banzai
long live the emporer,
or long life.
What
was
the
individual
and
nation’s perspective
towards
the
Kamikaze pilots?
How
did
Media
portrayal
of
the
Kamikaze
pilots
change over time?
Should we judge the
decisions made by
the Japanese war
leaders based on
hindsight?
Why did the West
allow
Japan
to
manipulate
their
history?
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Leaders

Leaders are often perceived to be the man “in charge”, reclining in the oval office, at the
steps of Lincoln memorial or making callous decisions on the battlefield. As such we often
see them as the main decision makers and, consequently attribute a country's success or
downfall, solely to them. But is this really true? Is our perception of leaders, one so
quintessential to our understanding of them, one big lie? Perhaps we must consider the
leader's choices at that point in time, and not narrow our perspective to the bottleneck of
hindsight. Perhaps we must see past the silkscreen of entertainment that masks true fact
to realize who these people actually are. This is precisely what these essays aim to
accomplish; to reveal the man hidden behind the myriad of masks that politics has
plastered onto him, and in doing so unearth what history is really about.
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The Civil Rights Movement: Martin
Ben Luther
Tan Kai King,
Xiang,“Father”
4K
or Fraud?

Martin Luther King: father or fraud
of the civil rights movement?
Introduction
On August 28 1963 a voice echoed
throughout America with the dream
that one day black and white people
may sit together at the table of
brotherhood. This was the dream of
Martin Luther King who we now see
as the father of the civil rights
movement. But is he really worthy of
the title? Or was he simply a man
who was there at the right moment in
history. To determine this, one must
analyse the role of parties involved in
the movement, the significance of
their contributions and whether the
movement
could’ve
succeeded
without them. After analysing the
conventional arguments, one can
then provide a new interpretation,
that the success of the movement
can be attributed to a homogenous
entity of individuals.

Civil rights and
King
Firstly let us analyse why the
conventional view perceives King to
be the father of racial equality.
Historians such as Clayborn Carson
and Steven Lawson argue that King
possessed unique qualities that
distinguished him from leaders such
as E.D Nixon, which made him both,
the cohesive glue for the black
community and the individual who
articulated the black sentiment to the
white people.
Carson argues that two qualities set
King apart, firstly his high level of
education and religious beliefs which,
enabled him to appeal to White
Christian beliefs, and secondly his
doctrine of Gandhian non-violence.

Who is Martin
Luther King?
1. Civil rights leader of
the Southern Christian
Leadership Conference
who campaigned for
black rights.
2. Advocated for nonviolence to “fight” for
black rights
3. Strong believer of
Christian ideologies
4. Graduated from
Morehouse College
5. Led the Bus
Boycotts, Albany
Movement and
Birmingham Campaign

Source A
Martin
Luther
King giving his “I
have a dream
speech”
on
th
August 28 1964
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Is King the Father of the civil
rights movement?
Education

Non-violence

The former enabled him to articulate
the black sentiment to the white
populace, a skill that many black
leaders did not possess. For
example, King’s speech, “I have a
dream” used universal American
doctrines as stated in the declaration
of independence to influence white
perceptions, “When the architects of
our
republic
wrote
the
the
Declaration of Independence, they
were signing a…promise that all
men…would be guaranteed "Life,
Liberty and Happiness." His speech
managed
to
change
societal
perception, as can be seen in the
Gallup polls where 61% of people
favoured racial equality in 1964
compared to 49% in 1963. King’s
experience with racial segregation
such as attending segregated
schools also made him capable of
mobilizing the black community
through shared experiences.

Moreover his doctrine of Gandhian
non-violence was effective in
shaping public opinion. This is
because, the contrast between
white brutality and the passive
black community portrayed the
latter in a sympathetic light, which
allowed Americans to realise the
violent nature of discrimination.
When CBS broadcasted the story of
Danville’s mayor refusing to free
civil rights protestors in 1963, white
Americans such as Anna Karo
immediately
started
protesting
against the unjust discrimination by
the Mayor.
Therefore, King’s
doctrine of Gandhian non-violence
proved essential in inciting white
action against discrimination.

Things you
need to know

“I have a dream”
A speech delivered by
Martin Luther King on
August 28th 1963 to
250,000 individuals at
the Lincoln Memorial.
“Ghandian-non”
violence
The philosophy of using
non-violent tactics to
achieve a group’s
political aims, in the
case of Martin Luther,
the use of non-violent
tactics to fight for equal
rights
“Discrimination”
The unfair and
prejudiced treatment of
people, both socially
and legally, in this case
based on colour

Source B
Martin Luther King
giving his “I have a
dream” speech at the
Lincoln memorial on
August 28th 1963
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Things you
need to know

King isn’t what he seems to be!
What happened
before King?

“Nostalgia"
In history, nostalgia
refers to reflecting on
the past, in the present

“NAACP”
NAACP also known as
the “National
Association for the
Advancement of
Coloured People”,
established in 1909 to
eliminate racial
discrimination
“National Negro
Congress”
Organization formed in
1935 to combat racial
inequality

However many fail to realize that the
context of the 1960s was already ripe
for revolution, and that King was simply
present at the right place and time.
Historians Kenneth Janken and John
Kirk state that grassroots leaders,
before the arrival of King, had already
established activists groups such as
the NAACP and the National Negro
Congress who protested against
discrimination. For example the
NAACP’s anti-lynching campaign in the
1930s informed the public about the
repercussions and causes of lynching,
and created a national consensus
against lynching.This resulted in both
the fall of segregationist Supreme
Court nominee John Parker and the
passing of an anti-lynching law. Hence
King simply relied on the ripe sociopolitical landscape of the 1960s to
present himself as the father of the
movement.

Historiography
Moreover, it is a result of nostalgia,
entertainment and transience that
has created the conventional view
of King. This is especially so, since
the movement is composed of
small-scale, forgettable protests
that lacked the grandiose to
withstand the nostalgia of time.
Eventually, people are only left with
the memory that King was the
leader and main proponent of the
movement.
Moreover
this
perception has been countlessly
repeated in entertainment and
popular culture from cartoons such
as the Boondocks to songs such as
U2’s “pride in the name of love”.
Therefore history is a man-made
construct, influenced by nostalgia
and entertainment, which has made
us believe that the success of the
movement can be attributed to
King, when the movement was
fronted by a homogenous entity of
individuals.

“History is a man-made
construct, influenced by
nostalgia
and
entertainment”
Source C
Leading members of the NAACP
holding up a poster against racial
discrimination in Mississippi
(Mississippi-ism)
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Television: the savior of civil
rights?
Newspapers and
Television
From the individual’s perspective, one
can argue that it was television that
should
be
attributed
for
the
movement’s success. In the 1950s,
before the advent of television, the
media consisted of newspapers which
depolarized the issue of racism by
showcasing the sentiment of either the
black or white community but not at the
same time.
Evidently newspapers
failed to change social perceptions as
the Negro sentiment was never
conveyed to white audiences in popular
papers such as the Richmond News
Leaders and Times-Dispatch which,
instead portrayed protesters as a
"horde of singing, chanting Negro teenagers”,
states
the
paper’s
correspondent.

The television also brought white
audiences to places inaccessible to
them such as Black churches and
non-violent
demonstration
workshops. Therefore television
provided an unfiltered lense through
which the white populace could
empathise
with
the
black
community, to influence their
perceptions of them. Evidently
television, being the main way
through which the everyday man
learned about racial discrimination,
had a huge sway on the American
populace.

Things you
need to know

“Lynching"
Killing an individual for
an alleged offence,
usually by hanging, in
the 1950s lynching of
black Americans were
common place
(lynching of Emmett
Till)

“Segregationist”
One who favors racial
segregation

Source D

The role of
Television
Therefore in the context of the 1960s,
television was an essential tool in
showing both the black and white
sentiment to the American populace. It
portrayed graphic images of racial
violence such as lynching and
bombings, as well as interviews such
as the one conducted between James
J. Kilpatrick a segregationist and Roy
Wilkins, the secretary of NAACP, on
the civil rights act of 1964.

March 2014

Study source C, what does this tell you
about the role of television in the daily
lives of Americans?
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Things you
need to know

Lyndon B. Johnson the father of
civil rights?

“Woolworth’s sit-ins"
A form of non-violent
protests in which 4
college students sat at a
lunch-counter in
woolsworth despite
being refused of lunch
service
“Freedom Rides”
A form of non-violent
protest in which
protestors road on
interstate buses to
criticize segregation on
buses
“Lyndon B. Johnson”
The 36th president of
the USA
“Ku Klux Klan”
A group of right wing
extremists who favour
segregation

Interdependence
of television

Johnson and
civil rights

However the individual’s perspective is
flawed, as the success of television
was interdependent on the black
community and King. On one hand, the
black community initiated a string of
racial
protests
such
as
the
Woolworth’s sit-ins and freedom
rides of 1961 which enabled television
reports of discrimination to be quick
and brutal, and therefore impactful
enough to change societal perceptions.
On the other hand, King who started
non-violent racial protests allowed
television to portray the black
community as passive individuals
abused by the whites. Therefore the
three were equally dependant on one
another to achieve success; hence it is
not justifiable to attribute success to
television alone.

However
when
adopting
the
perspective of the government, it
seems obvious that it was Lyndon
Johnson who led to the movement’s
success. Historian Charles Payne
argues that Johnson provided the
political tact needed to pass the civil
rights bill. He was, as Charles
describes a “legislative wizard”. He
knew that the segregationist chairman
of the legislative committee would
prevent the civil rights bill to be
discussed. Hence Johnson initiated a
discharge petition which allowed the
bill to be taken from the committee, to
the disgrace of the committee chair.
Johnson then persuaded politicians to
back him and eventually the Chairman
relented resulting in the passing of the
bill. In addition he actively enforced
civil rights from organizing events
such as freedom summer to forcing
the FBI to crack down on the racially
motivated attacks by the Ku Klux
Klan.

“A legislative wizard in his
days in Congress, Johnson
played a large part in
engineering passage of the
land mark 1964 law”

Source E

President Lyndon signs the
civil rights act of 1964
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Johnson .VS.
Kennedy
But could any politician have replaced
Johnson? To answer this one must
analyse the previous president, John
Kennedy. Kennedy was sympathetic
towards black Americans however he
“believed that strong civil rights
legislation would be…impossible to
pass.” This is because Kennedy had to
appeal to the anti-segregationist
opinion of White Americans at the time,
and therefore lacked the drive to push
for the civil rights bill. For example
when freedom riders, sit-ins and the
murder of the NAACP organizer
Medgar Evers occurred; he withdrew
the bill to prevent racial volatility.
Moreover Kennedy’s legislation on
black voting had been defeated several
times by the filibusters of Southern
delegates, the tactic that Johnson had
overcome. Hence the civil rights bill
required Lyndon Johnson who was
motivated by the plight of black
Americans, and who possessed
political tact, to pass it.

Socio-political
landscape
However, when considering political
legislation one must also consider the
motivations behind passing it. With a
presidential election in 1964 Johnson
had to appeal to the increasingly antisegregationist American populace,
especially since 61% of White
Americans in 1964 approved of the
1963 civil rights bill. But who created
the socio-political landscape necessary
to change social perceptions?

March 2014

In part it was King and the media,
however from the 1930s as legislation
started accepting blacks as equal by
implementing anti-lynching laws the
American people, over time, were
“legally conditioned” to accept racial
equality. Hence it was King, the media
and past legislation that influenced
Johnson to pass the civil rights act.
Therefore the movement was fronted
by a homogenous entity of individuals,
not by Johnson alone.

“American people, over
time
were
legally
conditioned to accept racial
equality.”

Big picture
After
considering
the
different
perspectives towards the civil rights
movement within the context of the
1960s it’s apparent that a single
perspective is too narrow to consider
all the factors which contributed to the
success of the movement. Therefore
in the counter arguments to the
conventional perspective, one has
proven causation- that the actions of
one party resulted in the actions of
anotherand
secondly
interdependence- that the successes
of
individual
parties
were
interdependent on one another, and
ultimately has shown that the
movement was fronted by one
homogenous entity.

Things you
need to know
“Anti-segregationist”
Individuals who were
against racial
segregation and
discrimination
“Civil rights bill”

The civil rights bill is a
piece of legislation
passed by Kennedy to
outlaw discrimination,
which would later be
passed as the civil
rights act of 1964
“Fillibuster”
A parliamentary
procedure in which
debate is extended
thereby delaying or
preventing members
from voting on
legislation
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Key Points

1. Lyndon B. Johnson
was crucial as a
politician in providing
the political tact needed
to pass the civil rights act
2. Martin Luther King
was unique in his role,
ability to mobilize black
individuals and change
white perceptions
3. The media was crucial
in influencing white
perception of
discrimination through
uncensored broadcasts
4. While Johnson, King
and the Media played
important roles in the
civil rights movement, its
success cannot be
attributed to any single
one of them, but rather to
all the parties as a whole

It isn’t a single individual, it’s a
homogenous entity
Conclusion
In conclusion when considering why
the movement succeeded one must
analyse the individual groups as parts
of a machine, interdependent on one
another to function within the context of
the 1960s. But how did the multifacetted nature of history become the
conventional view of today? To
understand this, one must recognise
that
history
being
something
manipulated by media and politics, that
serve the people, will choose to give
credit to King because the people
perceived him to be the most
prominent figure of the movement, from
giving speeches on television to
receiving the Nobel prize. Moreover by
understanding how history is created,
one also understands how politics
functions in the present, as media,
society and the government continue to
manipulate
public
perception.
Fundamentally it was the media and
politics that over glorified King’s
achievements, when the movement
was in fact fronted by a homogenous
entity.

“One must analyse the
individual groups as parts of a
machine interdependent on
one another to function”
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John F. Kennedy – Puppet or Puppeteer
Done by: Ng Yong Kang (19) 4K

John F. Kennedy
John F. Kennedy – Puppet or Puppeteer



Fall of a Hero

T

he distinct sound of a
gunshot permeated through
the cheering crowds at Dealey
Plaza. The majority of the
crowds were oblivious to what
the sound was, but a few more
later, it struck them. Special
Agent Clint Hill scrambled
towards and jumped onto the
back of the limousine while

death considered to be of such
significance by others? This
serves as a testament to the
person John F. Kennedy was.
Despite only serving as
President of the United States
for 1036 days, well below the
average of 1918 days, he was
voted the most favourable
President based on how he

“Things do not happen. Things are
made to happen.”

John Fitzgerald Kennedy was the
35th President of the United States
of America, being the youngest
President ever to be elected to
office. He was assassinated on 22
November
1963
while
campaigning in Dallas.

– John F. Kennedy.

spotting
Mrs.
Jacqueline
Kennedy
scrambling
for
something, perhaps a piece of the
President’s skull. 30 minutes
later,
the
President
was
pronounced
dead.
John
Fitzgerald Kennedy’s death is
one ranked beside events like the
bombing of Pearl Harbour and
the 9/11 bombings. Why was his

handled his job in the office.
However, was he truly the one
behind his policies and
decisions, or was he simply
manipulated by those around
him? Or instead, did he merely
manipulate the media to portray
himself in a better light than
who
he
actually
was?

The Presidential potrait of John F.
Kennedy.
Unlike
the
other
Presidential potraits, John F.
Kennedy is depicted as being in
deep thought with his eyes
downcast and folded arms. Due to
this uniqueness, it is often studied
as a case study.
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Nikita Khrushchev
John F. Kennedy – Puppet or Puppeteer



Puppet
There are strings attached

Sorensen, Kennedy’s speechwriter
and close aide was accused of
manipulating Kennedy. In an
interview with Redbook Magazine
in 1962, Richard Nixon accused
Kennedy of being a ¨puppet who
echoed his speechmaker¨. Sorensen
had never gone to war and had
never served in the military. In fact,
he registered as a conscientious
objector and stated that he was not
against service but was against
killing. The National Security
Chiefs were afraid his influence
would make Kennedy unable
to impose any firm stance on
“Roughest thing in my life”
Russia and Cuba, especially
- Kennedy describing his experience after a
so since the Cuban Missile
summit meeting with Nikita on June 1965
Crisis was escalating during
that point in time. Even one of
the
greatest
failures that John F.
diplomacy and negotiation which
Kennedy faced was a result of
he personally preferred, Kennedy
manipulation. The plan behind the
decided to implement a harder
Bay of Pigs invasion was simple stance towards Berlin. This was a
get a band of Cuban exile to invade
result of Dean Acheson. Acheson
Cuba, ignite a revolution and
thought that an unrelenting and
overthrow the dictator Fidel Castro.
firm stance was the only way to
This plan to overthrow Castro,
effectively tackle the issue.
which bore a haunting similarity to
Therefore, when approached to
how Castro himself had previously
address the issue of Berlin, he
secured his position, failed in a
pushed for a harder stance towards
mere seventy-two hours with the
Berlin. As a result, during
invaders captured or dead. So, how
Kennedy’s
University
of
could Kennedy possibly approve a
Washington Speech on November
plan which placed a mere 1500
1961, Kennedy announced that ¨We
Cuban exiles against the Cuban
increase our arms at a heavy cost...
army consisting of 334,000 men?
We will always seek peace - but we
This resulted from the manipulation
will never surrender.¨. This
of the Central Intelligence Agency
provides a clear indication of how
(CIA). The CIA promised Kennedy
his stance was manipulated by
¨an easy victory and an end to the
Acheson. Even Theodore ¨Ted¨
Cuban problem¨ despite knowing
It can be argued that John F.
Kennedy was manipulated. Robert
Dallek, an American Historian,
described
Kennedy
as
―an
imperfect man whose foibles made
him receptive to some bad advice
that triggered misjudgements¨. It
was during the Berlin crisis that
Kennedy faced one of his toughest
opponents - Nikita Khrushchev.
Khrushchev
was
boorish,
intimidating and the complete
opposite of Kennedy. However,
despite the opportunity for

Nikita
Khrushchev
emerged
victorious after the power struggle
resulting from the death of Stalin in
1953. He was in office and led the
Soviet Union from 1953-1964.

Fidel Castro



Fidel Castro was one of the
leaders of the Castro revolution
which led to the ousting of the
President of Cuba in 1959.

Bay of Pigs Invasion


The Bay of Pigs Invasion is
labelled as the CIA’s “perfect
failure” and the greatest failure of
John F. Kennedy’s presidency.
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Theodore “Ted” Sorensen
John F. Kennedy – Puppet or Puppeteer
that the Russians, and by extension
mind and simply went ahead with
Cuba, knew about the invasion.
what the people around him told
Therefore, it can be said that John F.
him.
Kennedy was a man with no plan in



Puppeteer
Manipulating those around him

But, is it possible that he was not
manipulated and instead knew what
he was doing? Even during the
Berlin crisis, despite implementing
a harder stance towards Berlin,
John F. Kennedy did not give up on
attempting to negotiate with
Khrushchev. When discussing with
Russian delegates on the Nuclear
Test
Ban
Treaty,
Kennedy
attempted to make compromises,
such as reducing the number of
inspections, but they refused to
budge. After this discussion, there
was pressure on Kennedy to resume
nuclear testing by the joint chiefs
backed
by
McNamara,
the
Secretary of Defense. There was
also pressure from the public who
approved of nuclear testing by a
margin of two-to-one. Nevertheless,
Kennedy insisted on not resuming
nuclear testing and wanted to try
and negotiate directly with
Khrushchev using an unofficial
channel.
Through
Georgi
Bolshakov, a Soviet agent working
for the Soviet military intelligence
in Washington under the cover of

the TASS news agency, Kennedy
managed to pass messages directly to
Nikita Khrushchev. None of Kennedy’s
closest aides were originally aware of
this unofficial channel. Ted Sorensen

John F. Kennedy was not a puppet.
He was not a man who simply
succumbed to what others wanted
him to do. This was made evident
by the Berlin Crisis. He also didn’t
back down even towards people
close to him. Robert F. Kennedy

was Kennedy’s younger brother and
served as Attorney General under him
during his presidency. Out of Kennedy’s
administration, it could be said that
Robert had the most influence on him.
In fact, back when Kennedy was
running for the Senate, he approached

¨Ted Sorensen is getting to be
a mirror image of me,
reflecting even what I am
thinking¨
– Kennedy mentioned to his Old Navy crony
Paul ―Red Fay‖ during a conversation

too was most likely merely a close
confidant. As Mrs Jacqueline Kennedy
described him in an interview during a
campaign, he was ¨a little boy in so
many ways¨ who ¨almost puffs himself
up when he talks to Jack.¨ Therefore,
instead of manipulating Kennedy, it was
more likely that he helped him to put
forth his ideas into words to convey to
the American public. During the Cuban
Missile Crisis, Kennedy refused to send
any American troops or support despite
the CIA’s insistence, which they were
originally counting on, so as to
minimise U.S’s involvement.

Ted
Sorensen
served
as
Kennedy’s
special
counsel,
advisor and speechwriter. He was
one of the closest people to
Kennedy with Kennedy even
calling him his “intellectual blood
bank”.

Robert F. Kennedy


Robert F. Kennedy was the
younger brother of John F.
Kennedy and was eight years
younger than his older brother. He
served as the Attorney General
under his brother. After his
brother’s death, he also ran for
presidency but was unfortunately
also assassinated.
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his brother to manage his political
campaign.
During
Kennedy’s
presidency, Robert served as his
closest confident and ¨office wife¨
who provided Kennedy with his
honest thoughts and opinions,
something that even Mrs Jacqueline

John F. Kennedy – Puppet or Puppeteer
Kennedy was not keen to do. Yet
even to him, Kennedy was relentless
in rejecting his advice and ideas such
as when he proposed setting off a
bomb in the U.S. embassy in the
Dominican Republic to justify an
invasion.

The President
John F. Kennedy’s presidency

Throughout
Kennedy’s
presidency, he battled with
chronic back pain and Addison’s
disease, taking up to 8
medications per day. Even after
such reports were released to the
public, public perception of him
remained positive. Back in 2010,
a Gallup poll was conducted
which showed a 85 percent
approval rating for his presidency.
He also had the highest job
approval average in history while
he was President at 70 percent.
Why is this so? Was it truly due
to how the decisions and policies
he made were supported or was it
due to his manipulation of the
media? One would not be far off
if they said he utilised the media
to his advantage. As a matter of
fact, Kennedy was the first
president who maximised usage
of the television to speak directly
to the American citizens. He held
on average one news conference
every sixteen days. He was the
first president who conducted live
televised
press
conferences
without editing. A poll taken in
1961 indicated that 90 percent of
the people interviewed had

watched at least one of Kennedy’s
first three press conferences. Thus,
John F. Kennedy effectively
manipulated media to help
improve his public perception as
that of a man of confidence and
conviction. Over the years, the
public perception of John F.
Kennedy has hardly changed. He
has been ranked 11th on average
across polls conducted on
presidents of the United States of
America. However, Kennedy is
often remembered for his
speeches and not the decisions he
made as a President. This has
been a result of media coverage
which tends to up play up the
conspiracies
behind
his
assassination. For example, in the
movie ¨X-Men: Days of Future
Past¨, the villain Erik Lehnsherr,
or Magneto, was shown to be
involved
in
Kennedy’s
assassination. Media has chosen
to focus on these aspects
nowadays as the threat of
communism is significantly lower
as compared to the past, making
the decisions he made not as
appealing to the public as
compared to the conspiracies

“And so, my fellow Americans:
ask not what your country can
do for you, ask what you can do
for your country.“
—John F. Kennedy, inauguration address,
January 1961

behind his assassination or his
speeches.
Nevertheless,
his
portrayal as a leader with
conviction and ideals of peace has
stood strong despite revelations of
his private life and infidelity as
well as the illnesses that plagued
him. This could be due to how
members
of
Kennedy’s
administration have constantly
defended his image such as when
Ted Sorensen criticised the
miniseries ¨The Kennedys¨ for the
inaccurate portrayal of John F.
Kennedy. Kennedy was a man of
charisma. This can be seen from
how an average of 18 million
people viewed his broadcast
conference. Being the youngest
President elected to office, his
Hollywood-esque looks
and
personality exuded charisma
which lingers on with nostalgia
today within members of the
Kennedy administration who
strive to preserve his image.
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John F. Kennedy Memorial
John F. Kennedy – Puppet or Puppeteer



Legacy
The legacy of John F. Kennedy

The legacy of the President shapes
the country as his ideals and
dreams still live on through
American policies. Even now,
Kennedy remains an icon of hope
and peace to the 350,000 people
who visit the site of his
assassination every year to mourn
his death. Being the youngest
elected President, succeeding the
oldest President at that point in

time, Kennedy was a symbol of the
coming of a new generation and a
new age. He also took the first
steps towards racial equality,
pushing for a civil rights bill to end
racial segregation. Now, Kennedy’s
administration is often referred to
as Camelot’s court due to nostalgia
and lost idealism with Kennedy
being identified as King Arthur.

Located in Dallas, Texas, the site
of
John
F.
Kennedy’s
assassination, it was built in 1970
as a memorial to John F. Kennedy.
Unlike most memorials, this was
funded purely by the citizens of
Dallas.

Conclusion
The struggle for world peace

John F. Kennedy was a man who
stuck to his own ideals and tried
to accomplish what he referred to
as ¨the most important topic on
earth¨ - ¨world peace¨. To this
end, he endured the pain from his
back and Addison’s disease,
fought against the national
security chiefs who thought his
preference for flexibility and
negotiation
would
destroy
America, as well as his toughest
adversary in the form of Nikita
Khrushchev. To achieve peace,
he implemented the policy of
flexible response over the policy

“Those who make peaceful revolution impossible
will make violent revolution inevitable.”
– John F. Kennedy, Address on the first Anniversary of
the Alliance for Progress

of massive retaliation which
threatened to obliterate Russia
should they attack, went behind
his closest aides to achieve a
direct channel with Khrushchev
and pushed for the Nuclear Test

Ban Treaty. It can be said for
certain that John F. Kennedy was
no puppet. If anything, he was a
puppeteer with his manipulation
of public perception, media and
his dedication to his own beliefs.

¨I speak of peace, therefore, as the necessary rational
end of rational men. I realize that the pursuit of peace is
not as dramatic as the pursuit of war - and frequently the
words of the pursuer fall on deaf ears. But we have no
more urgent task.¨
-John F. Kennedy, American University Speech, June 1963
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TENG YI SHIONG

MAO ZEDONG’S
PERSONALITY CULT

Personality Cult: It is a
system in which a leader is
able to control a group of
people through the sheer force
of his or her personality and is
often portrayed as a god-like
figure.
Source A
“The crimes committed
under the CCP will be
exposed one by one,
including the anti-rightist
movement, The Great Leap
Foward and The Great
Cultural Revolution. Mao
Zedong, condemned by
history, will be criticized
and fiercely attacked. In
the rising tide of demaoification, Mao's huge
portrait will finally be
removed from the gateway
to Tiananmen.”

Jiaqi Yan, Chinese
Historian’ Opinion on
Demaoification in 1979
What does Source A show
about Historian attitudes
towards Mao Zedong?

Is it still alive?
From September 8, 1944 to this
present day, Mao's personality cult
has been deeply rooted into the very
culture of China itself. When Mao
became the Chairman of the Republic
of China as the leader of the
Communist Party of China, he made
sure to indoctrinate the masses with a
slew of propaganda posters and
speeches, gradually building up and
establishing the “Great Chairman Mao”
cult that has stayed relevant, even
today. However, some still doubt that
the legacy that Mao has left behind is
actually still alive in China. To
determine whether Mao's personality
cult is still alive, we must define the
term “alive”. Alive in this context refers
to people still holding Mao Zedong in
high regard, to the extent that these
people will reject criticism of Mao
Zedong, and are determined to make
sacrifices for him. This essay will
examine the conventional view of
Mao's cult being dead, and the
unconventional view of it being alive,
and I will prove why Mao's cult is,
indeed still alive.
DEMAOIFICATION IN 1979

Many

Demaoification: Refers to a
process carried by Deng Xiao
Ping which attempted to
eliminate the influence of
Mao’s personality cult on the
people of China.

people assume that Mao's cult
would have died off due to the lack of
propaganda following the death of
Mao. Especially with Deng Xiaoping
carrying
out
the
process
of
demaoification
after
his
death.
Consequently, many historians believe
Mao's cult to be long dead.

Keep these questions in mind:

EFFECTS OF DEMAOIFICATION

What is the traditional
view of a personality
cult? Can you identify
similarities between
Mao Zedong’s
personality cult and that
of other political
leaders, such as Stalin or
Hitler? How does the
shift in environment
cause perspectives of a
personality cult to
change?

Photo of Mao Zedong sitting, published in "Quotations from Chairman
Mao Tse-Tung"

always be ready “to satisfy the needs of
the Party members and the People.”
Evidently, even after Mao's death, people
still have an interest in upholding his
personality cult.
THE LITTLE RED BOOK

Mao's

personality cult has also been
attempted to be brought to the West
through means like “The Little Red Book”
which was published and sent outside of
China, albeit having only a slight impact
internationally. Even though there were
attempts at shutting down the cult of
Mao, the cult itself had been so deeply
ingrained in society that the people will
always see Mao Zedong as a great and
honourable leader that was able to
elevate China from an agrarian society
into a capitalist one, and therefore his
achievements which, despite being
heavily exaggerated, formed the wall that
was able to shield itself from critics of
Mao's regime from the collective
conscious of the people.

Ultimately, these events were actually
not enough to topple the colossal
pillars that held up the grandeur of
Mao. There have been sparks of
interest in Mao Zedong in his
posthumous
cult.
For
example,
following the Party's critique of Mao's
errors in 1979, the fear among the
faithful that there would be a sudden
scarcity of Mao images was so
widespread that the head office of
Xinhua responded to this letter by
instructing bookstores throughout the
nation to stock Mao portraits so as to
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Source C

PROPAGANDA IN CHINA

Little Red Book: It contains
quotations from the speeches
and written work by Mao
Zedong.

The

Communist Party of China has
made use of various mediums in
order to achieve Mao Zedong's cult
status. A prominent example would
be the mass production of the Little
Red Book. At this point in time when
his cult was already established, the
Little Red Book served to further
reinforce the image of his god-like
status to the masses as well as
introduce the school of Mao Zedong
thought to the West.

What can you tell from
Source C about how Mao
Zedong was portrayed
during his rule?

Did you know?

This is a Propaganda poster in China, promoting Mao
Zedong’s school of thought, Maoism.

Source B

Cover of the Little Red Book which was mass
produced in China

In the second half of 1966, in China,
200 to 300 printing factories printed
this book. Most provinces printed
enough books for the entire
population. It was also wildly popular
overseas, in which over 800,000
copies of the book was exported to
117 countries and regions in 14
languages.
Some
researchers
calculated that during the Cultural
Revolution, the total volume of
“Mao's Quotations” published in
China and abroad was over 5 billion.

Mao’s glorious image is still constantly
being reinforced through propaganda
distributed by the government, thus turning
the seemingly obsolete book into a
precious artefact that serves as one of the
few remaining memorials of the “Great
Chairman Mao”, where people still
continue to appreciate the legacy of Mao.
Therefore the book achieved a dual
purpose, both in the past as further
cementing the cult of Mao both outside and
inside of China, while presently serving as
a remembrance of Mao.

Next to the Bible, The
Little Red Book is
considered to be the
second-best selling
book of all-time!

Source D

Picture of a present day Mao Zedong watch from China
taken by Reyhan Dhuny
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/2.0/legalcode

RELEVANCE

Others

may assume that with the
death of Mao Zedong, the relevance
of such a book would have been
gone. However, this is untrue, as
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MEDIA

Mao

Andy Warhol: An American
artist who was a leading figure
in the visual art movement
known as pop art. His art used
many types of media, such as
hand drawing, painting and
silk screening.

Zedong’s cult actually
influenced areas such as pop
culture in the West. In particular,
Andy Warhol, who then was one of
the pioneers of pop art, took
interest in the culture of China
where he said to his Swiss dealer:
“I've been reading so much about
China...The only picture they ever
have is of Mao Zedong. It's great. It
looks like a silk screen,” He went
on to make numerous artworks of
Mao Zedong that were featured at
the Hamburger Bahnhof Museum in
Berlin. The decision to choose Mao
Zedong as the character being
featured in his artworks was driven
by how Andy was interested in
getting his name tagged along side
iconic imagery, and hence be
associated with them. With how
iconic Mao Zedong became
internationally with his Little Red
Book, the image of a glorious
benevolent leader was what Andy
wanted to be. This decision would
soon propel him into fame and
popularity and become known as
the pioneer of pop art.

The reason why even young people
today find Mao Zedong so fascinating, is
in the novelty of the concept of marketing
a great political figure as a form of
commercial merchandise. To people that
are not from China, obtaining such
merchandise is not to represent any form
of national pride, but rather for the
entertainment value. When they see
such merchandise, the key grabbing
factor would arise from the novelty of
infusing such mundane products with the
grandeur of a great political figure
commanding respect and authority. To
express Mao Zedong as not just a figure
of admiration, but as a somewhat
interactive piece of work, is what makes
it so charming, such that even people
outside of China who may not even know
Mao Zedong can be fascinated by him.

Source E

Photo taken by Sally Andy Warhol of Mao Zedong pop art by Andy Warhol in an exhibition at Hamburger Bahnhof Museum.
http://www.flickr.com/photos/dalbera/6343757828/
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SOCIETAL FOUNDATIONS
Mao's personality cult is still alive
because it is actually necessary for
preserving the social fabric in
China, as well as maintaining
foreign relations. This is because
the Communist Party of China
heavily relies on the societal
foundations established by Mao
Zedong, the school of thought that
focuses on strong nationalism and
the unity of the people. The
Communist Party of China has also
made sure to make effective use of
propaganda in order to censor out
any information that may go against
the ideals of communism and to a
further extent, Maoism, techniques
also employed by Mao. Although
the necessity of Mao's personality
cult does not directly answer why it
is still alive, it answers what
motivates the Communist Party of
China to keep the facade of the
“Great Chairman Mao”. To prevent
any form of protest against
communism, the obvious answer
would be to fulfil the people's basic
needs, and prove to these very
people that communism is the ideal
choice that would provide for them.
Mao Zedong, being the face of
communism in China, is crucial in
maintaining peace and order within
the communist society. There have
been hypothetical interpretations of
a democratic China, most of which
end in disaster. For example, an
editor, Zachary Keck referenced
former UN Ambassador Kishore
Mahbubani where he said ”There
is a strong nationalist sentiment in
China that derives from the view
that China suffered a century of
humiliation at the hands of Western
and other foreign powers, and I
have no doubt that China as a
liberal democracy would be a much
more nationalist, much more
dangerous country” because “200
years of pent up anger” would
explode.”

Therefore, to prevent the potential chaotic
outbreak of the people, the personality cult
is kept alive because Mao Zedong himself
represents the face of Communism in
China, and constantly reinforcing him as
such will promote the ideals of communism
and hence leave out democracy as an
option, which is why his cult is still alive to
this day.
CONCLUSION

Mao Zedong's personality cult has been
sustained through the continuous
propaganda efforts by the Communist
Party of China, as well as its necessity to
ensure peace in China. This aspect is
important to note as we realise that
necessity is brought about by changes in
how the world functions. This necessity
brings about different motivations, which is
seen where in the past, Mao Zedong's
personality cult was promoted to ensure
that the people are obedient and
controllable, and hence be ready to make
greater sacrifices for their leader to
advance the initially agrarian society into a
capitalist one. In the present however, the
Communist Party of China continues to
use propaganda as a means of promoting
Mao's cult as the only way to sustain the
ideals of communism and deter the people
away from the likes of democracy, to
ensure peace and order. These changes in
motivation showcase how the cult still
exists in different time frames, and is not
just pushed by one continuous motivating
factor.

Kishore Mahbubani at the World
Economic Forum Summit on the Global
Agenda 2008, Photo taken by Sandeep
Naik
http://www.flickr.com/photos/worldecono
micforum/3014465743/

Kishore Mahbubani: He is a
notable academic and former
Singap orean diplomat. From
1971 to 2004 he served in the
Singaporean Foreign Services,
becoming Singapore's
Permanent Representative to
the United Nations. In that role
he served as President of the
United Nations Security
Council in January 2001 and
May 2002.
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Hitler’s Government – A
Politician’s Dream or
Nightmare
Did the Nazi government’s structure
hinder the rise of its politicians?
Did Hitler’s government help or
hinder the rise of Nazi politicians?
The politicians who will be
analysed are Hermann Goering,
Joseph Goebbels and Reinhard
Heydrich, who were prominent
politicians close to Hitler. To
define terms, the government
“having an impact” on these
politicians’ rise to power would
mean to directly or indirectly aid
the politicians in moving higher up
the political ladder or removing
political competition in Germany.
The thesis that will be put forth is
that the government did in fact
help the rise of Nazi politicians.

Chng Sze Han
4I

However, some believe that
Hitler’s government should be
analysed while keeping in mind
that Germany was a totalitarian
state. This hence, raises the
question, how were politicians
able to stand out considering the
fact that there was seemingly only
one man monopolising German
politics? Did this structure of the
government truly hinder the rise of
these politicians? Did it help these
politicians? Or did it even matter
at all?

The Hitler-made
About the Nazi
Government
The conventional view on this
issue is that Hitler ran his
government
inefficiently
and
hindered his politicians. Albert
Speer, one of Hitler’s ministers,
wrote that Hitler’s government
operated on oral orders from
Hitler. These orders would overlap
multiple
departments
and
contradict themselves. The usual
result was that the decision would
be passed back to the Fuhrer,
Hitler. Hence, this allowed Hitler
to have maximum power in the
government.

Mess
The way Hitler structured his
government was inefficient and
hindered
progress
in
the
government. To seem like a
success, Hitler had to be the
opposite of the failed Weimar
government. Hitler and his
government had to look decisive
and
confident.
Hitler
tried
achieving this by giving minimal
orders to his subordinates. It was
up to his subordinates to listen to
Hitler’s speeches, which the
Germans believed in, and draft
policies that would match what
Hitler said. From this, it can first
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Source A:
Hitler, Hermann
Goering and the SA at a
rally

be inferred that Hitler was trying to
foster competition. Since all the
politicians have little choice over
what decisions to make, it is a
race to see who can make the
best choice to impress Hitler first.
However, too much competition
can lead to desperation and bad
decisions being made. Secondly,
oral orders that are vague and
confusing would be passed to the
department
who
are
often
confused in how to execute them.
Historians Manvell & Fraenkel,
point out that when these
decisions are passed back to
Hitler, he gains the power that
these decisions give. An example
is the research on the German
plane, the Me-262. On December
1943,
Hitler
viewed
the
demonstration of the Me-262 and
said, “I see the Blitz bomber at
last!” The Me-262 however, was
built as an interceptor plane and
not a bomber. His subordinates
disagreed with this decision but
didn’t object. With the total control
Hitler had, he abused it and as a
result the potentially war-winning
fighter Me-262 was delayed and
the edge over the Allies was lost.
The government may look like a
lot of people working together but
in reality Hitler was the only
decision
maker.
However,
there
was no guarantee
that
all
his
decisions
were
correct. In fact the
pyramid
that
supported
the
government would
be its own downfall
if Hitler made a
bad choice. In this
way,
the
government was
like a nightmare for
politicians hoping
to rise to the top.

The Master and his dogs
A view that is infrequently taken
on this subject of Hitler’s
government is that it was
structured so it was efficient and
progress could be made. That is,
promoting politicians who were
useful to the Nazi government.
For example, Hermann Goering,
creator of the Sturmabteilung,
Joseph Goebbels, Reich Minister
of Propaganda, and Reinhard
Heydrich,
General
of
the
Schutzstaffel.
Hitler rewarded those he felt were
capable in the government. Hitler
had talked about Goering, stating
that, “I liked him. I made him the
head of my SA. He is the only one
of its heads that ran the SA
properly. I gave him a dishevelled
rabble. In a very short time he had
organised a division of 11,000
men.” Along with this, Goering
had proven to be a loyal follower
of Hitler. Even though it was an
act of high treason and Hitler was
just starting out, Goering chose to
join Hitler in the Munich Putsch.
Even when he got injured and fled
to Sweden, he still went back to
Germany after 4 years to join
Hitler again. When Hitler became
chancellor in 1933, Goering was
appointed as a cabinet minister,
even though he had no portfolio.
Another example would be Hitler
helping his 'faithful, unshakable
shield bearer', Joseph Goebbels,
with advancement up the german
political ladder. Hitler recognised
Goebbels’ skill in uniting people
and, hence promoted him to the
Minister for Public Enlightenment
and Propaganda. This gave
Goebbels power over almost all
media sources in Germany ,
including movie.
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This allowed Goebbels to censor
and reject any movies he deemed
unfit for the German public’s
viewing. From this, it can be seen
that the government was a dream
for politicians where reward and
power was given to those who
displayed good ability. One can
always argue that promotion by
Hitler did not mean that all in
government would be promoted
equally; that it was questionable
why Hitler would promote these
people if he wanted a one ruler
government.
However,
these
arguments do not stand. It was
because the government could
give Hitler the control required that
he could “promote and advance”
people he deemed useful; in this
case, Hermann Goering, Joseph
Goebbels and Reinhard Heydrich.
The reason Hitler would want both
a great amount of control as well
as other politicians is that he was
trying to find those loyal to him. In
Goebbels’
diaries,
Goebbels
would write entries praising and
worshiping Hitler, like he was a
god. Goebbels was close enough
to Hitler that he even let Hitler
meet his family. Hitler had
previously said that Heydrich
would be welcomed into the party
as long as Heydrich could be
“kept in hand”. Hitler tried to
obtain total control in order to
have the only say in who
deserved to possess power along
with himself. However, this power
was not solely for himself; it was
necessary to gather followers who
could help him. Another argument
that is frequently used is thatin
hindsight, the Nazi government
fell and therefore, these politicians
were not truly useful. However,
the politicians and decisions made
during Hitler’s time cannot be
judged in hindsight. It should be
kept in mind that at that point in
time, promoting those who
showed

loyalty to Hitler was a
reasonable decision as
Hitler needed people
who agreed with his
new ideology. As long
as one showed loyalty
to Hitler, he was more
likely to be promoted;
such a simple plan to
obtain
power
was
almost dreamlike for the
Nazi politicians in the
government.

The Bitten Hand
Despite all this, there is
still research that shows
a different
perspective
to
Hitler’s
government. It was neither Hitler
pushing them up nor government
intervention that let them rise; it
was their own thirst for power that
helped them and research from
primary sources support this. On
23rd April 1945, Hermann Goering
sent a telegram to Hitler. There
was a decree in 1941 that should
anything befall Hitler, Hermann
Goering would become the next
leader of Germany. When Hitler
left for Berlin, Goering, feeling that
Hitler was facing almost certain
death from the West by doing so,
sent a telegram to Hitler asking,
“Since you are determined to
remain at your post in Fortress
Berlin, do you agree that I, as
your deputy, in accordance with
your decree of June 29, 1941,
assume immediately the total
leadership of the Reich with
complete freedom of action at
home and abroad? If by 10 p.m.
no answer is forthcoming, I shall
assume you have been deprived
of your freedom of action.” This
telegram was interpreted as an
act of treason, an attempt to
overthrow Hitler; that Goering had
been eyeing for Hitler’s position.

Source B:
Hitler meeting one of
Goebbels’ daughters
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Source C:
Book written by
Robert Gerwarth

In the entry of Joseph Goebbels,
October 14, 1925, Goebbels
wrote that "The greater and more
towering I make god, the greater
and more towering I am myself".
This is to say that by helping Hitler
rise to power, he too would rise in
power. Reinhard Heydrich was
always focused in obtaining
control over the state police and
other forms of security. In a
totalitarian
state,
oppressing
opposition is a form of security,
hence as long as opposition
exists one could always
argue that he who
controls state security
was required. This would
thus
ensure
that
Reinhard Heydrich was
kept in power for as long
as
possible.
Also,
Heydrich
started
a
brothel called Salon Kitty
where he listened in on
German dignitaries and
foreign diplomats. He
managed to find secrets
on Goebbels, Goering,
Rosenburg, Himmler and
even Hitler. From these
actions
of
Goering,
Goebbels and Heydrich,
it can be seen that these
individuals were in fact not as
loyal to Hitler as mass media
portrays. It can be inferred that
their true motive was not to help
Hitler because they believed in
him; it was because they simply
wanted power. They knew that
Hitler was the man holding up the
whole party, there was even a
ballot that wrote on the back: "For
Adolf Hitler yes, but a thousand
times no to the brown big-wigs" in
the 1934 referendum. Knowing
this, it is evident that these
politicians tried to maintain the
facade of idolizing a great Hitler in
order to maximise the power they
possessed.

Today’s View
In the past, during the Nuremberg
trials, these politicians were seen
as evil, cold and heartless people
who deserved to die- even they
themselves believed this. Joseph
Goebbels
committed
suicide
months before trials began and
Reinhard Heydrich had been
assassinated in 1942. Among the
three politicians, only Hermann
Goering was charged and even
then, he committed suicide before
his sentence. These politicians
knew they were going to die; they
knew that in trying to please Hitler,
they had gone too far. With no
promise of a bright future, they
committed suicide or in the case
of
Heydrich,
was
already
assassinated.
However in recent years, media
portrayal of these politicians has
been slowly changing. German
historian, Robert Gerwarth, has
written a biography on Reinhard
Heydrich. It says that Heydrich
was not cruel in the beginning and
did have a conscience. By
painting a picture of a cruel
Heydrich, the Germans were able
to alleviate themselves of guilt, by
blaming the atrocities of World
War II on Heydrich. It is because
Robert Gerwarth is German that
saying this does not benefit him,
making his book even more
reliable. The reason why such
books are being written is
because people realise the need
to
understand
different
perspectives in history, even the
perspectives of Nazis and their
politicians. Just like how the Jews
had their stories heard, the Nazi
politicians should as well. They
should not be judged based on
hindsight, they should be judged
based on why they made these
decisions then, and what benefit
could they yield from doing so.
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Dream or Nightmare
To summarise, the Nazi politicians
were
hindered
by
vague,
overlapping orders however they
did get promotion for recognition
of the policies they implemented.
But the most compelling reason
for their rise was still their
personal
agendas.
These
politicians had their own reasons
to want power, which was why
they worked with Hitler. At the
same time, it was because these
are personal reasons that deeper
thought has to be put into a
thorough analysis of them, that we
cannot judge them solely based
on hindsight. Even taking this into
account, there is only so much
that can be analysed on how the
Nazi politicians did conducted
themselves in order to enter the
German government. Personal
reasons could make the task of
entering the government seem
easier or harder for different
people; some may feel that the
trouble is a small price to pay
while others see it as a big hassle.
Therefore, it is not possible to
answer the question of whether
the government was a dream or
nightmare. That choice would
have to be made by the politicians
themselves.
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Rewriting History
In the learning of history, it is common for us to interpret the many details and facts of
countless events as merely what they are; facts, without even considering what goes into the
laying down of these historical factoids, whether they have been stained by the biasness of
the people recording these events or how they may have even manipulated history to make
us think and feel a certain way about them. Although it is obvious that history is written down
the Victors, it is equally obvious that these very Victors can and will change their perception
of various historical battles and events to become facts; set in stone for the entirety of their
legacy, thereby manipulating the common people for their own benefit. Therefore in these
essays we aim to investigate the varying circumstances that these monumental events took
place in, in order to understand the intentions behind making us perceive history in a certain
fashion, and in the process uncover the truth behind it all

Abraham Lincoln
Vampire Slayer
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How Useful are they Today?

Source A (Right): Joseph
Goebbels (right) next to
Adolf Hitler, during the
filming of a movie in UFA
(Universum Film AG), a
German motion-picture
production company.

“The essence of propaganda consists in winning people over to an
idea so sincerely, so vitally, that in the end they succumb to it utterly
and can never escape from it.”
Joseph Goebbels
During Hitler’s rise, reign and fall,
propaganda played an essential role in
gaining support for him. Among the
various techniques used, propaganda
films were very successful and were
widely used. From Riefenstahl’s
“Triumph of the Will” to Goebbels’ the
“Eternal Jew”, hundreds of movies and
documentaries were released which
portrayed the Germans as a perfect
race, and their enemies, mostly the
Jews, as a degraded and corrupted
society.
These

Joseph Goebbels (1897-1945)
Joseph Goebbels was Hitler’s Minister of
Propaganda, and was in charge of all
forms of Nazi propaganda, including the
propaganda movies. He was one of the
most influential politicians after Hitler.

movies were assigned a budget of
more than 100 million pounds in today’s
money. They were received with mixed
reviews by the German population, with
movies such as “Triumph of the Will”
and “Jud Suss” being Major box office
hits, whereas others such as The
“Eternal Jew” were not as popular. In
this article, the significance of these
movies in today’s context will be
explored. This will be done by looking
at various movies, and analysing what
elements worked for them and what did
not. Apart from that, the politics behind
these movies will be investigated, and
how the Nazi’s manipulated these
movies to brainwash the German
masses into supporting Adolf Hitler
and. All this will be put together to show
how these movies, generally perceived
to be propaganda, still hold significance
today.
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Nazi Cinema – a Successful
Industry
The Nazi propaganda movies are
useful today as they show how Hitler
had manipulated the Germans. Today,
it might seem as if the German people
were foolish and should not have been
so easily manipulated by the Nazis.
However, through the analysis of these
movies, it can be seen why they were
brainwashed by these movies and
chose to believe in them. For example,
in Leni Riefenstahl’s “Triumph of the
Will”, the Nuremberg rallies, held in
1934, were documented. Through the
use of excellent camerawork, when
watched, this movie created a god-like
impression of Hitler. For example,
whenever giving a speech, the camera
angles are such that Hitler is seen as a
dominating figure, which creates the
impression of power. This is further
amplified by the “heroic” music played
when Hitler walks towards the large
and perfectly organised army, which
portrays Hitler as competent and
capable. According to historian Barry
Grant, the movie “establishes a "cult of
personality" around its "star." a mystical
aura associated with Nature, religion,
and a "folkish" family-based patriotism.”
Because of this, Triumph of the Will
was an instant success, with it earning
more than 800000 Reich marks.
Similarly, another movie that was very
successful is Jud Suss. Released in
1940, this movie was about the rape of
a German woman by a Jewish man.
Unlike many other propaganda films,
this movie incorporated drama in it,
which was one of the main factors of its
success. The director, Veit Harlan,
hired many of the leading actors of the
time, such as Ferdinand Marian, which
created a lot of hype over this movie.
As claimed by Nicholas Reeves, the
success of Jud Suss was a result of its
“lavish production values, major stars,
accomplished performances and a
particularly strong narrative”.
More
than 20 million Germans watched the
movie, more than one-fourth of the
German population at that time.

85

Source B

The Politics of Entertainment
These movies are useful as they show
the politics behind the propaganda
movies. For example, in The Eternal
Jew directed by Fritz Hitler, the Jews
were portrayed as greedy parasites, as
seen from the beginning scenes which
compare the Jews to rats. The movie’s
most infamous scene is the brutal
slaughter of a cow by a Jewish Rabbi. It
has been widely speculated that this
movie was released in order to prepare
the German masses, as well as to
boost the morale of the soldiers, for the
extermination of the Jews. Many found
this movie to be a “strain in the nerves”
and not at all enjoyable to watch.
Because of the adverse reactions, 6
other versions of the movie were
created. Another similar movie was the
Nazi version of The Titanic. Although
released in 1943, this movie had begun
production
in
1940.
As

Source B: Hitler (left)
congratulating
Leni
Riefenstahl (right) with a
bouquet of flowers, for her
movie “Triumph of the
Will” in 1934.
Question: What does
Source B tell us about the
value of propaganda films
in Nazi Germany?
Nuremburg Rallies: The
annual rallies held by the
Nazis at the Nazi Party Rally
Grounds in Nuremberg.

Key Movies
Triumph of the Will (1935): Directed by Leni Riefenstahl, it is the most
famous Nazi film, which featured the 1934 Nuremburg Rallies.
The Eternal Jew (1940): Directed by Fritz Hippler, this is the most
infamous anti-Semitic film, which had many versions created and
was largely considered a failure.
Jew Suss (1940): Directed by Veit Harlan, this was one of the most
successful movies during the Nazi Regime, largely because of its
incorporation of entertainment in it.
Titanic(1943): Directed by Herbert Selpin and Werner Klingler, this
movie was originally made to discredit the British people, and had
a large amount of resources invested in it. However, due to various
problems, it took a very long time to finish production, and in the
end, was banned by Joseph Goebbels himself.

Source C: A movie poster
of the film “The Eternal
Jew”. The caption below
reads “A documentary
film about world Jewry”.
Question: How useful is
Source C in showing that
Jews were not liked by the
German public in 1940?
Remilitarisation of the
Rhineland: Occurred in 7th
March 1936, the German
army remilitarised the
Rhineland, violating the
Treaty of Versailles, which
had
forbidden
the
Germans from doing so.
This also marked the
beginning of Germany’s
aggressive foreign policy
that followed.

Battle of Stalingrad:
Occurred between 23
August 1942 and 2
February 1943, the Battle
of Stalingrad is largely
considered one of the
most violent battles, and
also the turning point of
Worls War 2, in which
German forces attacked
Russia’s Stalingrad, and
eventually lost.
Further Question: Was is
justified of Hitler to invest
such a large amount of
resources
in
these
propaganda movies?
Source D: A picture of the
SS Cap Arcona, the fullyfunctional battleship that
was used for the filming
of the Nazi Titanic
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Germany was making plans to invade
England, this movie was made so as to
discredit the English people and
brainwash the Germans into having
anti-British sentiments. Not only are the
British shown as greedy, the Germans
are portrayed as protagonists. For
example, the Germans warn the
English people that the ship could
crash into an iceberg, and even
rescues some people during the
sinking. A record budget of 4 million
Reich marks was commissioned for this
movie, additionally Selpin was also
given hundreds of soldiers, which could
otherwise have been used in the Battle
of Stalingrad. However, the Titanic
suffered several problems while filming,
such as frequent equipment damage
and air raids, which caused the filming
to go on for more than two years, and
by the time it was ready, Germany had
already lost the Battle of Stalingrad. In
the end, Goebbels had to ban the film,
as the various deaths portrayed in the
movie would have further lowered the

morale of the Germans, hence failing
its original purpose. From this, it is
evident that Hitler had seen the political
potential of these movies, and had tried
to change the mindsets of the Germans
differently at different times usingmass
media. As the release of these movies
were often accompanied by real
achievements of Hitler, such as the
remilitarisation of the Rhineland,
these movies strengthened the belief
the Germans had of Hitler, and looking
from the perspective of the Germans at
that point of time, through these
movies, it can be seen why they
believed in and supported these
movies. The fact that the Titanic was
banned shows that these movies were
not only for entertainment, and that
there indeed was a political incentive
behind them. The amount of resources
devoted to these movies also show
how
much
Hitler
had
valued
propaganda as a tool for winning the
war and of manipulation. Hence, these
movies are still useful, as they show
the political motives of governments.

Propaganda – an Inaccurate
Representation of Reality
However, these movies are not useful,
as they are factually inaccurate. In
today’s context, these movies are
mainly seen as propaganda, and some
are banned in many areas. Historians
often do not look towards these movies
as legitimate sources as they represent
a muddled-up version of reality. This is
justified, as the Nazi’s manipulated the
truth for their own advantage. For
example, in Triumph of the Will,
although it was composed of actual
recordings of the Nuremberg Rallies, it
created
the
impression
of
a

strong and stable Germany, with the
German masses all believing in the
power of the Fuhrer. However, the truth
was very different from this. The
German
public
was
generally
dissatisfied withthe Nazi regime due to
various problems such as the rising
cost of living, food shortages, and the
high level of unemployment. The
German public did not trust Hitler as
much as it was suggested in Triumph of
the Will. The Gestapo reported that
“one could go for days without hearing
the “Heil Hitler” greeting, and that the
public did not trust the state leadership.
Also, although The Eternal Jew was
shown as an “official documentary”, it is
also riddled with factual inaccuracies
intentionally placed to manipulate the
minds of the Germans. For example,
during the slaughter scene, although
Jews do perform Kosher slaughters in
reality, they kill the animals quickly, and
not in a slow and brutal manner as
suggested in the movie. Furthermore,
many of these movies, such as Jud
Suss, were created for entertainment
purposes, evidently so, as its main
purpose was to attract more people to
watch the movies, however this also
means that there is a genuine loss of
historical accuracy, in order to make it
more entertaining. In fact, according to
Historian Nicholas Reeves, the reason
for the success of Jud Suss was
because of its lack of anti-Semitism,
which means that this movie was purely
for the entertainment of the masses,
and did not have any propagandabased impact. Because of all this, these
movies
are
not
an
accurate
representation of History, and cannot
tell us what happened during Hitler’s
rule. Hence, these movies have no
value to historians today.
Source E

Leni Riefenstahl (1902-2003)
Leni Riefenstahl was a prominent film
director during the Nazi Regime, and is
most recognised for her film “Triumph of
the Will”. After the war, she was accused
of being a Nazi and was trialled several
times for war crimes, but was never
convicted.

An Accurate Representation
of Nazi Beliefs
However,
despite
the
historical
inaccuracies, these movies are still an
accurate portrayal of what the German
public believed in the past. During
Hitler’s rule, media censorship was very
high. Hitler had taken control of all
forms of media, including newspapers,
radios and movies. Headed by Joseph
Goebbels, the ministry of propaganda
ensured that the German masses only
saw pro-Nazi content. Today’s youths
are unlikely to believe in these movies
because of their exposure to global
affairs, from which they know that what
was shown in these movies were not
true. A simple YouTube search on
movies such as Der Ewige Jude
reveals that people do not believe in
these movies, and only look at them as
propaganda to learn about the Nazi
Regime. However, as this was not the
case for the German people back then.
The Germans were no exposed to
foreign affairs and the truth. Hence, the
German masses generally regarded
what was shown to them as the truth,
and believed wholeheartedly in them.
The movies shown in the cinemas
enforced these beliefs, and hence is an
accurate portrayal of what the Germans
believed in, despite its historical
inaccuracies.

Further Question: How
successful were the Nazi
propaganda movies in
meeting their objective?
Source E: Adolf Hitler
addressing his Nation using
the radio broadcasting
system in 1933.
Source F: Members of the
public reading articles from
“Der Sturmer”, an antiSemitic Nazi newspaper,
put up in the streets in
1933. The board on top
reads “With the Sturmer
against Judea”.

Source F
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Key Points:
1. The Nazi propaganda
movies were a significant
component of the Nazi
Regime.

2. Some of these movies
had a lot of resources
dedicated to it, and while
many of these movies
made a lot of profits,
others were big failures.
3. Most movies had a
political agenda behind
their content, however
not all the movies were
successful in meeting the
agenda.
4. In today’s context,
these movies are seen as
propaganda and people
do not believe in them
due to their exposure to
the internet and foreign
affairs.

Public Receptiveness – A
Changing Trend
Over the years, these movies have
been treated differently in different
periods of time. This is due to the
changing political situation. During the
third Reich, these movies were treated
as “the truth”. This was a result of the
tightly-controlled media, which was
used to brainwash the German masses
with
constant
pro-Nazi
content.
However, the political situation in
Germany has changed, and these
movies are now only shown in “tightlycontrolled
circumstances”.
Furthermore, even if these movies are
shown, youths today are less likely to
believe in them due to the greatly
reduced media censorship and their
exposure to foreign affairs via the
internet. Leni Riefenstahl, the director
of many Nazi propaganda movies
including “Triumph of the Will”

was viewed as one of the most
accomplished directors during the Nazi
regime. However, after the war, she
was subjected to various controversies,
because of her involvement in the
regime. It might have been smart for
her to appease Hitler with the
propaganda movies to get success
back then, but now she is judged as
someone who “had an affair with
Hitler”. Even Fritz Hippler, credited
director of
“Der Ewige Jude”,
commented that his movie is the “most
disgraceful example of anti-Semitism”,
in an interview held in 2000. This
shows how History and these movies
are about politics, and how they are
manipulated by historians and the
parties involved for their own benefit,
with regards to the changing political
context.

Media – A
Weapon

Psychological

Throughout this study, one thing is
clear- media has a very strong impact
on people. During the Nazi regime, the
media was used effectively by Adolf
Hitler in order to gain the support of the
masses.
While
many
factors
determined the success and the
failures of these movies, such as its
entertainment value and its time of
release, one thing is sure- it did have a
role to play during the war. Using
them, Hitler had managed to influence
the minds of many into a singular
belief. Even today, media is being used
to promote negativity, by raising
awareness of certain issues. It is clear
that media is dangerous, and one can
never trust everything shown in the
media. These movies represent the
power and danger media has in our
society, which has been abused by
Hitler to create a myth so powerful that
it was hard to escape from.

Source G: A propaganda
poster depicting Hitler as
a German god. The
caption reads “Long Live
Germany!”
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To what extent was there a historical
bias against the Axis Powers in the
telling of World War II?
Were the Nuremberg Trials unfair?
Author: Xavier Wee (25) 4H

Published 2015
It was 1945. The Axis powers had been
defeated, and war criminals were being
tried at the Nuremberg trials; Hermann
Göring, German politician and military
leader, was on trial. As the proceedings
took place, Göring said, “The victor will
always be the judge, the vanquished
the accused...” To what extent was this
true? Was there a historical bias against
the Axis powers in the telling of World
War II?

Defendants in their dock,
at the Nuremberg Trials.
(Photo: Wikimedia
Commons)

Hermann GöeringA leading Nazi Party
member. Hitler’s right
hand man during the
war.
Nuremberg trialsA series of military
tribunals set up by the
Allies to prosecute
German war criminals.

DEFINING THE
QUESTION
To answer this question, one must
consider "the telling of World
War II" ; how the events of World
War II were portrayed. One of the
main ways this happened was the
Nuremberg trials; they were open
to the public and on an
international
scale,
largely
impacting
the
international
audience. Secondly, to find out if
there is a "historical bias" against
the Axis Powers in the telling of
World War II, one must explore the
conditions of the trial, the media,
and the historiography after the
trial. If they were bias, this would
affect the Axis powers’ public
perception and bring great injustice
to them, thus showing that there
was a historical bias.

This essay will aim to prove that
there was a historical bias against
the Axis powers in the telling of
World War II.

THE UNCONVENTIONAL
VIEW
The unconventional view of this
issue was there was a historical
bias against the Axis powers in the
telling of World War II.

BIAS IN THE JUDICIAL
STRUCTURE
Firstly, the judicial structure was
biased. The administration at the
war crime trials were all appointed
by the Allies; there were no neutral
parties. The defendants were not
allowed to affect the selection of
judges. This allowed the Allies a
position of absolute authority.
Guénaël Mettraux, professor of
international
law,
however,
opposes this view. Referencing
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Robert Wright, a British judge, he
writes,
“...this
argument...runs
counter to the administration of law
in every country...The prisoner has
the right to demand that his judges
shall be fair, but not that they shall
be neutral.” The point made here is
that neutrality does not equate to
fairness, and therefore, judges do
not need to be neutral, only fair.
But were they fair?

DOUBLE STANDARDS
Secondly, there were double
standards for the Axis and Allies.
The Nuremberg Charter stated that
the Allies would not give up their
exclusion from being judged of the
same crimes as the German war
criminals. To list an example, one
of the charges put forth was crimes
against humanity. Both the Axis
powers and the Allies committed
these crimes, but the Allies
managed to get away scot free.
Historian Anthony Beevor said that
"...in East Prussia, Pomerania and
Silesia...about 1.4 million women
were raped." Solzhenitsyn, a
commander in the Red Army saw
the appalling conduct of his men
and wrote:

people for publishing details of the
mass rapes..." If the Allies were not
judged for their own war crimes,
they should not be allowed to
judge the Axis powers of the same.
Doing so was unfair.

Source A:
“It is a disgrace to have
anything to do with this
clear case of slander”

-Grigory Karashin,
Russian Ambassador

POLITICAL JUSTICE

Thirdly, they were a display of
political justice. Judge Iola T.
Nikitchenko, vice-chairman of the
USSR’s supreme court at that
time, voiced out his opinion on the
Nuremberg Trials: " We are
dealing here with the chief war
criminals...whose conviction has
been already announced by...the
heads
of
the
[Allied]
governments......"
That
the
defendants were already regarded
as criminals from the start shows
that it was not a fair trial, as they
would have been convicted no
matter what. In addition, the heads
of the Allied governments were the
"A moaning by the walls half muffled: ones who decided this, rather than
the court itself. This shows that the
The mother’s wounded, still alive.
The little daughter’s on the mattress,
judges, although they did not have
Dead. How many have been on it?
to be neutral, only fair, were not
A platoon, a company perhaps?
fair at all. Therefore, there was a
A girl’s been turned into a woman,
historical bias against the Axis
A woman turned into a corpse."
powers in the telling of World War
Prussian Nights II, due to the injustice at the
Nuremberg trials.
Despite the fact that even a Red
Army commander agreed that the
rapes happened, not only were the
Soviets not judged for these war
crimes, Russia still continues to
deny charges up till today,
accusing Beevor of "an act of
blasphemy" against the Russian

Nuremberg CharterA decree that set down
the laws and
procedures of the
Nuremberg Trials

Prussian NightsThe poem describes
the march of the Red
Army across East
Prussia, near the end of
World War II, and is
about the deeply
disturbing acts of rape
and murder witnessed
by Solzhenitsyn

Source A:
This source is a quote
from Russian
Ambassador Grigory
Karashin, in response
to Anthony Beevor’s
book, which talks about
the Red Army rapes,
from a BBC article
dated 2002.
Why would Russia still
deny that the rapes
occurred even after so
many years?

THE CONVENTIONAL
VIEW
The conventional view of this issue
is that there is no historical bias
against the Axis powers in the
telling of World War II.
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Continental law-

Refers to the legal
system in Europe
Anglo-American lawRefers to the legal
system in Britain and
the USA
Source B:
This picture is about the
Holocaust, the
genocide of
approximately six
million European Jews
during World War II.
Imagine if you were an
Allied citizen after the
war. Would you have
questioned the fairness
of the prosecution of
the Axis war criminals if
you had seen this
picture?
Amritsar massacreAn event during the
British rule of India,
when British riflemen
fired upon a crowd of
non-violent protestors,
which left 379-1000
people dead and
several thousands
injured.

NUREMBERG’S UNIQUE LAWS
Firstly, the Nuremberg trials
adopted special rules different from
conventional law. For example,
Henry L. Stimson, a spokesman on
foreign policy, wrote, “Each
defendant was allowed to testify for
himself, a right denied by
Continental law...each defendant
was allowed to address the
Tribunal, at great length, a right
denied by Anglo-American law.” In
addition, Guénaël Mettraux pointed
out that “...Article 26 of the Charter
made it so that judges had to
provide reasons why they declared
a defendant guilty or innocent,
which is stricter than the practice in
ordinary courts where judges did
not have to...” Given the unique
circumstances of the trial, using
conventional law would not have
been fair, as different countries
have different laws. These special
rules allowed the defendants more
rights than they would have had in
a normal court, making it more fair
for the defendants.
ALLIES VS AXIS DURING THE
WAR

Source B:
(Photo: Wikimedia
Commons)

Secondly, beyond the court, the
Allies were fairer than the Axis

Powers. The Axis powers were the
aggressor in the war, breaking the
Locarno pact and Treaty of
Versailles by re-militarising the
Rhineland and invading Poland
through the Nazi-Soviet Pact. In
addition, Axis war crimes were
generally more severe than Allied
crimes, such as the Holocaust and
inhumane science experiments. As
the Axis powers were unfair to the
Allies during the war, the Allies
should not be expected to be fair to
the Axis powers. Thus, even if the
Nuremberg trials were unfair, it
does not show a historical bias
against the Axis powers. However,
this ignores the fact the Axis
powers got their punishment for all
their misdeeds, while the Allies
managed to get away with similar
war crimes. The fact that the Allies
remained
unpunished,
while
punishing the Axis powers, shows
that there was still a historical bias
against the Axis powers in the
telling of World War II.

WHAT IS FAIR?
This poses a question; if the
Nuremberg trials were blatantly
biased, why did people still see it
as fair? This brings up the question
of what is fair. In history, there has
never been a clear line between
fair and unfair. For example,
colonization was seen as fair to the
European citizens; they helped
bring order and civilisation to
underdeveloped countries, while in
turn obtaining trade benefits and
raw materials. However, today,
one can see this was not the case.
Stories
of
oppression
and
mistreatment, such as the Amritsar
massacre in India, show the public
that the colonialists got more
benefit out of this than the locals.
Thus, the Nuremberg trials could
have been seen as fair at that time,
but now, maybe not.
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THE PERSPECTIVE OF
THE PEOPLE
One reason why the people could
have considered the Nuremberg
trials as fair was due to the media.
Although there was extensive
media
coverage
during
the
Nuremberg trials, most of it only
described the proceedings. For
example, in a radio broadcast,
“CBC
reporter
Matthew
Halton...describes
how
the
accused...makes his defence and
fights for his life....The accused
have not denied that crimes have
occurred but rather reject any
accusations
of
responsibility.”
There were also movies about the
Nuremberg
trials,
such
as
Nuremberg. The media made no
attempt to consider the fairness of
the trials, and thus were biased.
However, over time this has
changed, with more and more
revealed about the Nuremberg
trials. One of the ways this
happened was through first-hand
accounts. For example, regarding
the Red Army rapes, victims were
forced to sign statements denying
the rapes even occurred. However,
today, these statements no longer
apply, which led victims such as
83-year-old Ruth Schumacher to
share their harrowing experiences.
She was just 18 years old then.
She recalled one of the incidents,
where she "was immediately gang
raped by five Russians.”

HINDSIGHT
However, one must ask whether
we should be judging based on
hindsight. Currently, being in a
time of peace, we can look back
and criticize the Nuremberg trials.
However, just after the war, there
was a need for order. Being fair
and risking not convicting many of
the war criminals, or revealing their

war crimes would have caused a
great
uproar.
Perhaps
the
governments only wanted to give
the citizens what they wanted; the
condemnation of the Axis war
criminals. In addition, at that period
of time, the Allies were in control of
the media. People would not want
to look into Allied war crimes as
they would have been censored,
explaining the lack of media
coverage of the allied Nuremberg
trials then.

SHOULD WE JUDGE THE
ALLIES?
Even so, should we even be
judging the Allies? Granted, both
sides did commit war crimes,
however, if the Allies, being the
retaliator, won the war, and yet had
to face the same punishment as
the Axis powers, what would be
the point of fighting? Would the
soldiers have wanted to defend
their country if they knew that their
enemies could employ underhand
tactics
they
could
not?
Furthermore, we must understand
that World War II was a war, where
the line between protecting one’s
country and murderous atrocities
was blurred. Things that we
consider atrocities today may have
been seen as a necessary evil at
that time, to achieve victory. Does
it matter how ethical a nation is in
fighting a war if she loses it?

HindsightAn understanding of a
situation only after it
has developed. Judging
by hindsight is a
common form of bias,
as the context of the
situation and the
context in which the
judgement is done may
be different.

Source CThis quote is taken
from Winston
Churchill’s famous
speech, “Blood, Toil,
Tears and Sweat”.
What does the phrase
“Victory at all costs”
imply with relation to
atrocities committed by
the Allies?

Source C:
“Victory at all costs,
victory in spite of all terror,
victory however long and
hard the road may be; for
without victory there is no
survival.”

-Winston Churchill, Prime
Minister of Britain for most
of WWII (Photo: Wikimedia
Commons)

92

Those who do not
learn history, are
doomed to repeat itIf people do not “learn”
about past events in
history, they may make
the same mistakes as
people did in the past,
thus, “repeating”
history.

Implies that there is a
need to learn about the
past, and thus, this past
needs to be historically
accurate.

Further studies

The unfairness of the
Allies at the Nuremberg
trials were attributed to
Victor’s Justice. Search
for the definition of
Victor’s Justice. Are
there any other
examples of Victor’s
Justice in the past?

ITS ABOUT
PERSPECTIVE
With the above analysis of the
perspectives of people and media,
we can see that considering
different perspectives is important.
For example, the general public,
during the Nuremberg trials, only
saw them from the Allies’
perspective, and thus saw the trials
as fair, however, now, we have
access to different perspectives,
and see that the Nuremberg trials
could have been unfair. This is
important as there is a need for the
events of World War II to be
historically accurate, not to blame
anyone, but as a reminder for
future generations to avoid the
same mistakes. Those who do not
learn history, are doomed to repeat
it.
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Perspective of the German people
on the Holocaust-changed by the
German education system?

Key concepts:
Why does anti-Semitism
still exist?

How has media portrayal
of the Holocaust changed
from the Nazi era to the
modern era?
Why are memorials
critical for education?

The

words “Arbeit Macht
Frei” are etched into the
mind of Holocaust survivors
from Auschwitz, and many of
them will never forget the
statement that means “Work
makes you free” The
Holocaust is soon becoming
a distant memory and there
is a pressing need for
students need to learn about
the Holocaust. In order to
determine
whether
the
German education system is
successful in changing the
perspectives of people, we
will first have to define
success as being able to
convince the German public
that the Holocaust was a
genocide, that anti-Semitism
should not be promoted in
the German society and that
the
German
people’s
perspective has changed
from the Nazi era to the
modern
age.
The
conventional view is that the
German educational system
has shifted the perspective
of the holocaust since the
Nazi era. The amount of
anti-Semitism
has
decreased
dramatically

since the Nazi era and many
Germans are now trained to
believe that the Holocaust
was
unjustified.
The
unconventional view is that
the German educational
system has failed to shift the
perspective of the Germans
on the Holocaust since the
Nazi era, as anti-Semitic
activity has risen slightly in
recent years.
The change
perspective

of

German

The conventional view of
historians
is
that
the
perspective of the German
people on the Holocaust has
been changed by the
German education system. It
is now seen as one of the
most tragic events that has
happened in modern history.
Historian Falk Pingel writes
that teachers often bring
their students to memorial
sites to honour the Jews
who died in the Holocaust. In
this way, the Jews are
remembered
for
the
suffering
they
have
experienced. Falk Pingel
also
states
that
documentaries and films are
used
to
illustrate
the
suffering of the Jews and to
educate the students about
how the German people
were manipulated by the
government to be deceived
into
condoning
the
Holocaust during the Nazi
Era. This is relevant as it
proves how media can be
used and manipulated to

Anti –Semitism: the
hatred and discrimination
of Jews as a national,
ethnic, religious or racial
group.

Holocaust: the mass
murder of Jews under the
German Nazi regime
during the period 1941–5.
More than 6 million
European Jews, as well
as members of other
persecuted groups, were
murdered at
concentration camps.
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change
people’s
perspectives. The relevance
also lies in that people will
be able to be more aware of
what the government is
teaching students after the
experience of brainwashing
in the Nazi era. However,
there have been instances of
people praising Hitler. A
recent example would be of
Lutz Bachmann, a leader of
Germany’s
anti-immigrant
group who dressed like
Hitler and took a photo of
himself. The fact that a
person
of
such
high
stature
admires
Hitler
proves that anti-Semitism
still exists and that the
education system has failed
to shift people’s mind-sets.
Moreover, his picture has
gone viral online, proving
that anti-Semitic mentality is
capable of spreading in this
modern era and that many
people still harbour a similar
mentality. This argument,
however, cannot account for
all the Germans as this is
one isolated incident and he
has been removed from the
anti-immigration
society.
This proves that the majority
of Germans disapprove of
such racist and anti-Semitic
behaviour.
Hence,
this
isolated
incident
alone
cannot stand for the entire
German populous.
The Unchanging Views
The non-conventional view
is that the perspective of the
German people on the
Holocaust has not changed
since the Nazi era. This is

because anti-Semitism is still
prevalent today. Thus the
perspective of the German
people on the Holocaust has
not been changed by the
education
system.
For
example, in a recent study
conducted by the FRA, 34%
of Jews in Germany are
worried of physical harm.
Another example comes
from the same study about a
Jewish man who lives in

Germany who says that “As
long as you keep kippa,
festivities
private,
there
seems to be no problem.
However, as soon as we…
openly live our religion, the
situation
changes
dramatically.” This shows
that the Jews are not just
worried about harassment,
but are also afraid to make
their practices public. The
extent of anti-Semitism in
Germany
is
increasing
drastically.
Thus
the
perspective of the German
people of the Holocaust has
not changed since the Nazi
era and affects the daily
lives of Jewish people today.

Did you know: The
memorial ”The Murdered
Jews of Europe” was
coated in anti-graffiti paint
made by Degussa.
Degussa’s subsidiary
company Degesch, had
produced Zyklon B gas,
which was used in the
gas chambers in the Nazi
era.

The memorial “The
Murdered Jews of
Europe”, a source of
much criticism and
controversy
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Did you know:
Approximately 31,000
Jews were killed in
Dachau, and Dachau is
also the first
concentration camp that
was built. It was original
meant to hold political
prisoners before the
Holocaust.

The Dachau memorial in
2007. Dachau is one of
the many concentration
camps in which the Jews
were murdered.

But, the failure of the
education system is not
completely to blame here.
Rather, it is the memorials
and museums used by the
educational system that are
flawed being incapable of
accurately depicting history.
An example would be
Germany’s most influential
Jewish leader Paul Spiegel
finding the memorial of “The
Murdered Jews of Europe”
unable to “point out the
motives of the perpetrators,
which thereby allows for
direct confrontation with the
crime and the perpetrators.”
This would mean that the
German people would not
understand the significance
of racial harmony. Even
though they are politically
correct, racism can occur on
a smaller scale as people do

not understand why they
should not be racist.

Memorials and antiSemitism
Memorials are used in the
education system to teach
about the Holocaust. One
such memorial is “The
Murdered Jews of Europe”,
which consist of 2,711
concrete stelae, similar in
shape
and
size.
The
memorial is regarded by
many as a powerful symbol
of the Jews persecuted
during the Nazi regime.
However, the memorial is
often criticised as incomplete
and insufficient to represent
the Holocaust. For example,
many critics argued that the
memorial
lacked
critical
information such as names
and the location of the
killings. Moreover the youth
do not care for the memorial
as can be seen from various
vandalism incidences such
as people urinating on the
memorial. The youth may be
unable to relate to the
memorial due to its sanitized
appearance, causing some
to
feel
distant
and
uncompassionate about the
Holocaust. Another reason
why a small minority of
Germans harbour racist or
anti-Semitic mentality is
xenophobia. For example,
the, the German intelligence
service estimates that there
are approximately 2-3% of
right wing extremists who
often try to recruit youth to
join their movement. Hence
racism is still alive in
Germany today due to
xenophobia and a fear of
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increased competition in the
job sector accompanied by a
lack of understanding of
racial harmony. Another
memorial that has been
sanitized is the Dachau
concentration
camp
memorial. Originally, the
Bavarian Government tried
to tear down Dachau in
1955. However, this attempt
was
unsuccessful.
Eventually, more tourists
started visiting Dachau, and
pressure from a committee
of Dachau camp survivors
ensured that the camp would
serve as a memorial site.
However, the government
still tore down all of the
barracks, and only two were
reconstructed.
Most
historical buildings were
destroyed, and the memorial
is extremely clean and tidy,
in order to relieve the
German people of past guilt.
This prevents the Germans
from witnessing the harm
that their forefathers have
caused.

members to watch films of
the concentration camps. He
turned to his friend and
claimed that this was staged.
At the time, he refused to
believe the existence of
these camps, showing the
effectiveness of the media at
the
time.
Now,
he
recognizes his discrimination
against the Jews and how
his mentality was extremely
racist and unjustifiable. This
shift of mentality came about
in after the Nuremburg trials
when the leader of the Hitler
youth was sentenced to 20
years in jail for crimes
against humanity. Another
example would be the
experience of Hilmar von
Campe, who was a World
War 2 veteran. He states in
the interview that he thought
he
was
serving
his
fatherland, but he came
back to realise that he had
done horrible acts on Hitler’s
behalf.

The Shift of the Hitler Youth

The young Germans in
today’s generation are well
educated
about
the
Holocaust. And many try to
prevent racism. An example
would
be
protesters
protesting against PEGIDA,
viewed by many as a racist
movement. 30,000 people
joined this protest, showing
the extent of this anti-racism
movement. Another example
would be the strict laws
against racism. One law,

During the Nazi Era, the
youth in Germany were
encouraged to believe that
the Jewish race was inferior
and should be exterminated
as they tainted German
community. This was done
through posters and films
that promoted such a
mentality. An interview by
HBO revealed that after
capture, the French forced
Alfons Heck (A Hitler youth
member) and some other

PEGIDA is a right-wing
anti-Islam political
organization in Germany.

PEGIDA members at a
protest

Did you know: PEGIDA
leader Lutz Bachmann
was exiled from PEGIDA
in 2015 for taking a photo
of himself dressed like
Hitler with the caption
“He’s back”.

The New Generation.
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Revised in 2005 states that
anyone who disturbs public
peace through racism or
other
means
can
be
punished for up to five years
in jail. The strict law means
that the youth now are no
longer as racist as compared
to the Nazi era. Now, the
German people are taught
not to be racist and the racial
situation in Germany has
improved as compared to
the Nazi era. This shows
that the German education
system has successfully
changed
the
people’s
perspective. However, many
of them do not understand
why they should not be
racist or anti-Semitic.
Based on the modern day
education system, students
have a few choices. They
can
firstly,
choose
to
distance themselves from
the Holocaust and move on,
disregard it, secondly, be
politically correct and listen
to what the media is telling
them or thirdly, understand
the significance of the
Holocaust. The memorials
being dull and boring,
sometimes causes students
to distance themselves from
the Holocaust. Moreover
these students no longer
have relatives who have
experienced the war, much
less, survived the Holocaust.
Thus they find the Holocaust
irrelevant and move on from
the Holocaust. The media
has accurately portrayed the
Holocaust as inhumane in
order to be accepted by the

global society. Media then
viewed the extermination of
Jews as beneficial to
Germany.
Numerous
speeches were made by
Hitler
over
the
radio
concerning the extermination
of Jews. An example would
be the newspaper Der
Sturmer which published
anti-Semitic cartoons for the
German public, promoting
the negative image of the
Jews in Germany. After the
war, the Americans filmed
the atrocities carried out in
the concentration camps and
compiled
them
into
documentaries. They then
forced the German people to
watch these films. Media
was then forced upon the
Germans as punishment, to
witness gruesome scenes
from the Holocaust, to show
them what they had done.
Media now views the
Holocaust as inhumane. An
example is the movie
Auschwitz, which depicts the
life
of
the
Jews
in
concentration
camps,
allowing the German people
to experience the Holocaust
with emotional weight. Also,
the education system makes
use
of
videos
and
documentaries in order to
teach the German students
more about the Holocaust
and to portray it as
inhumane.

The Hitler Youth is an
organization started by
Hitler in 1933 to train
German boys according to
the Nazi ideology.

The Nuremburg trials:
tribunals held by the Allies
in 1946 to prosecute
German leaders for war
crimes as shown below.

Did you know: At the later
part of the war, Hitler
Youth from ages 13-18
were trained to fight of the
Allies in the eventuality that
they invaded Berlin.

The photo above shows
Hitler youth training to
defend Germany
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In
conclusion,
the
education system now
face challenges that were
non-existent in Hitler’s
time. The consumption of
media
is
extremely
prevalent nowadays and
many students are in the
know, as compared to
previously when even
listening to foreign radio
was banned. With so
much new information
and news flooding in all
the time, students often
find themselves unable to
connect to history (in this
case , the Holocaust) as
they find it irrelevant in
this
ever-changing
society. This is in contrast
to during the Nazi era,
where children believed
what they were told and
had no way of verifying
such information. Even
though levels of antiSemitism
have
been
brought down, students
do not understand the
importance
of
racial
acceptance and perhaps
never will.
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“History is Written by Victors” in Rape of
Nanking – Truth of the Matter?
KEY CONCEPTS

The role of victors in portraying history?
Role of Reader
Before you read this, decide
whether you agree with this
quote. Are there situations you
can think of where this quote
does/does not hold true?

W

hile history has many different

authors,
and
many
different
interpretations, the phrase, “History is
written by victors”, is commonly
believed by many people. But is it
really true when it comes to the Rape
of Nanking? This article will be
looking at the event from the 2 angles,
on whether the event happened, and at
the same time, whether the perpetrators
should be blamed. By understanding
which was the most likely scenario,
and comparing it with the perceptions
of both the victors and losers, we
would then be able to conclude if
history is always a victor’s history.

Background of Rape of
Nanking
What happened?
The Rape of Nanking started in
December 1937, and involved the
Japanese invading Nanking, or the
now commonly known, Nanjing. The
Japanese army was accused of
committing many atrocities during the
invasion, which included the massive
killing of people, many cases of rape
and even setting houses on fire. After
the war, Japan, who had lost had its
commanders trialed for committing
atrocities. The trials were mainly
judged by the victors, the allies. Since
then, the matter has not been brought
up, until recently, claims have been
made by figures in Japan, such as ExJustice Minister, Shigeto Nagano, that
the event was actually a fabrication.

"It's wrong to call this war a war of aggression.
It's wrong to say it was waged with the aim of
aggression. We were seriously thinking about
the liberation of the colonies and the CoProsperity Sphere."

Lim Boon Hai
(12) 4J

Rape of Nanking
A period of six weeks after
the capture of Nanking, a
capital of China, where
many people were murdered
and many women were
raped.

Victor’s History
History which is recorded in
terms of the victor’s point of
view

Ex-Justice Minister,
Shigeto Nagano’s
interview, 3 days after
election in 1994

Source A

Source B
Iwane Matsui, Commander
of the expeditionary forces
in China and the Japanese
Army march into the city of
Nanking
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Source C

Photograph taken by
Moriyasu Murase,
1937. Bodies of
victims along Qinhuai
River out of Nanjing's
west gate during
Nanjing Massace

Was it true?
The World‟s Common Perspective
The common perspective is that the
Japanese should be blamed for the
atrocities caused in Nanking. There
have been a number of evidences which
have been published by the media and
also personal recounts which have
supported this claim. Both John Rabe, a
German Nazi official, and James
McCallum, an American doctor, talk
about the bestiality of Japanese soldiers,
conducting cruel acts of raping, and
curbing any resistance put up by them,
or their families. Survivor Wang Jin,
also recalled during an interview "My
mother was holding my youngest
brother. She was stabbed by a bayonet
in the chest,” while Survivor Xia
Shuqin, during an interview, said that
“And my second oldest sister started to
scream. Those Japanese pushed her
down onto the bed. I was stabbed 3
times while screaming together with my
sister.” Furthermore, there has been
confessions of soldiers then, who
admitted to the atrocities which have
been debated for a long time. In his
diary, Lieutenant General Nakajima
Kesago wrote, about the massive
number of bodies being disposed”.

The sources given from both sides only
show that atrocities were indeed done
Japanese soldiers , but the fact that
some of these recounts actually
corroborate each other further increases
the credibility of these sources as a
whole and thus shows that the Japanese
did commit atrocities.
Even though some might argue that the
people who provided the recounts are
biased against the Japanese, since both
survivors could have had an agenda for
putting the blame on Japan for revenge,
while John Rabe was a supporter of the
Chinese government, one must also not
that James McCallum, did not just
criticize the Japanese for their atrocities,
but also praised certain Japanese
soldiers for their act of donating food to
the hospital, which thus makes his
recount much more well-balanced and
less likely to be biased, many Japanese
soldiers, over time have also been
admitting their accused atrocities.
Despite this, many of their recounts and
confessions are not approved by the
court, thus making them invalid. For
example Tadokoro Kozo, a Japanese
solider admitted to his criminal acts of
murder and rape 10 days after the war,
while Sone Kazuo has also been
publishing eyewitnesses’ stories. Shiro
Azuma, who was part of the Japanese
army in Nanking, had his diary
submitted to the Supreme Court in japan
to be used as evidence to prove that the
Rape of Nanking was not fabricated.





Source D
Study sources C and D.
What can you infer about
the Japanese from both of
them?
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Key Concepts

Picture of a public beheading a
millisecond after the head was
severed.





It is commonly seen that
Japan should be held
responsible for its
actions.
Plenty of evidence are
available, including
recounts, and even
letters.
The evidences support
each other, making them
much more reliable
Many sources are left
invalid which makes it
hard Japan to admit to
the atrocities.

Since many published
sources
support each other, despite being
published in different times, it
increases the credibility of these
sources, thus proves that this would
have been the most likely situation
that occurred.

Japan’s Retaliation
The perpetrator‟s perspective
on the issue
Another interpretation which has
been suggested is that the atrocity
never happened, that everything is a
fabrication, and Japan is being
blamed for no reason. Historian
Arimasa
Kubo,
argues
that
everything was planned, and the
current evidence which is being
provided are false. He also points out
that there are also flaws in the
opposing argument.
He supports his stand by introducing
evidence, such as photos, and also
points out certain parts of the
recounts of eyewitness. About a
week before the invasion, at a press
conference for foreigners, Mr. Wan,
the head of police department of
Nanking stated that there were about
200,000 people living in Nanking.
Five days after the invasion of
Nanking,
the
International
Committee for the Nanking Safety
Zone also stated that there was still
around 200,000 people in Nanking,
which is further supported by the
Foreigners Association in Nanking.
As such, how could the Japanese
soldiers have killed 300,000 people
in a city which only contained
200,000 people?
However, one must note that most of
the other arguments proposed are
weak in proving that the atrocity was
a fabrication. An example would be
the Japanese Newspaper, Asashi
Shinbun, which published photos
showing many Chinese citizens
wearing the Japanese armband and
were seen to be smiling.

Furthermore, James McCallum did
also state in his letter to his family
that some Japanese did a good deed
of donating 6kg of beans and beef to
the hospital when they knew the
hospital was running low on food
supplies. However, one must note
that these sources only show a few
instances in the whole time frame of
the atrocity. Also, one must also note
that the letter written by James
McCallum was only pointing out one
instance involving only a few
soldiers. As such, this cannot
represent the whole population of the
Japanese army, which could have
been committing the atrocities.

Source E

Media
How was this issue portrayed to the
public?
During that time, many sources of
information were censored by the
media, only allowing information
which benefited the Japanese to
spread to the public, so that the
citizens will not have a negative
impression of their home country,
and even be persuaded that Japan is
helping China. Even though one
might think that information is easy
to spread, it seems that the Japanese
government then had done a good
job in preventing widespread of
information. However, after the war,
all the censored sources were
released to the general public,
leaving many in utter shock.

Injured Chinese Soldiers receive
treatment from Japanese Military
Health Corps, 20 December 1937

International Committee
for the Nanking Safety
Zone
A committee organized by a
group of foreigners living in
Nanking then to help shelter
the Chinese refugees. The
committee also included
John Rabe and James
McCallum.

Source F
Study Source F.
Is source F reliable in
saying that the Rape of
Nanking was a fabrication?
Explain why.
“ASAHI GRAPH” A photograph
published on Asahi Shinbun, Jan
12 1938
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World War II
A war fought from 1939 to
1945 between the Axis
Powers - Germany, Italy and
Japan - and the Allies,
including France and Britain,
and later the Soviet Union
and the United States.
Nazi Holocaust
The systematic slaughtering
of Jews in concentration
camps in Nazi Germany
during World War II.
Colonialism
The policy or practice of
acquiring full or partial
political control over another
country, occupying it with
settlers, and exploiting it
economically.
Fascism
An authoritarian and
nationalistic right-wing
system of government and
social organization.
Ideological Rivalry
The competition of the
different ideologies,
democracy, communism and
fascism to increase their
sphere of influence.
Communism
A theory or system of social
organization in which all
property is owned by the
community and each person
contributes and receives
according to their ability and
needs.

Capitalism
An economic and political
system in which a country’s
trade and industry are
controlled by private owners
for profit, rather than by the
state.

Victor’s History
Does it really exist?
Is history really a victor’s history?
As we have seen, immediately after
the war, it has been seen that the
Japanese soldiers, upon returning to
their country after victory, boasted
about the atrocities they committed
while away from their homeland,
which was the exact same history
commonly known all around the
world then. However, since 60 years
ago till now, the victors of the war,
the allies, have held firm to their
stand that the atrocity did happen,
just like how it is commonly known
all over the world now, despite
refutations by Japan who ended up as
the losers in World War II. As such,
we can see that history is indeed
written by victors.

Time to be forgiven?

Have we been harping on the issue
for too long? Is it time for both of
them to forgive and forget?
One might ask, are we being too
harsh on Japan? Throughout the
course of history, the major two
crimes against humanity are the
invasion of China by Japan, and also
the Nazi Holocaust by Germany.
Even though both of them are seen as
similar in the damage wrought , most
of the world has already forgiven
Germany for its mistakes. However,
on the other hand, Japan has been
repeatedly criticized again and again
for its mistakes, especially the Rape
of Nanking. Since Germany has
already been forgiven for their
mistakes in World War II, why can’t
one see Japan in a different light?
Japan was just trying to prevent itself
from being colonized. Japan was
merely trying to get revenge from the
losses in the war while invading
China. Japan could be seen as a
victim of fascism, just like Germany.

Despite the complete denial by
Japan, there have also been a small
minority of Japanese soldiers who
have admitted to their crimes over
time. Why is it so important to look
at both of these perspectives before
we come to a conclusion? Due to
the soldiers having went through the
actual event, they would understand
the situation, and thus, when
thinking back about the event,
would be able to empathise with the
victims. On the other hand, since
most of the citizens of the country
have not went through the event,
many of them can easily dismiss the
issue since they did not go through
it themselves and they would not
have
understood
what
had
happened.

Purpose?
Is there any reason why politicians
are doing this? If so, what is it?
Why is it that this issue is only
being brought up now? One
reason is due to the lack of
foresight and the bias of the allies.
After World War II, even though
trials were held for Japan and
Germany, compared to the 60,000
Germans, Japan had less than 30
who were trailed. The allies could
therefore, be seen to be focused in
their revenge for damage caused
by Nazi Germany more than that
caused by Japan. Moreover, there
was still an ideological rivalry
between communist Russia and
the Capitalist allies, which
provided a good opportunity to
use Japan to fight against
communism. This leeway given
to Japan gave it a chance to
exploit the situation,
thus
resulting in the situation today.

On the other hand, could it have
been due to politicians trying to
bring up this issue to increase
their popularity amongst the
nation? Or could it have been that
the nations had never forgotten
this issue?
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Even though this issue has been
recently brought up, it can be seen
that both China and Japan have
never forgiven each other for this
issue. Japan has never sent an
official apology to China, and as
such, China has never forgiven Japan
for their mistakes. As such, they
have been trying to find ways to use
this for nationalism.
Despite their mistakes, Japan has
been the first one to use this issue to
try and gain popularity with the
people. Inn turn this has caused the
Chinese to retaliate and use it for
politics, with one recent example
where a Chinese actress was
criticized just for wearing a Japan
flag. This then gets the younger
generations to be involved in this
issue. With this, one can see that
people can use and shape history to
their own advantage.

Conclusion
What can we learn from all of this?
In conclusion, one should realise that
the phrase “History is written by
Victors” does hold true. However,
from this article, one should also
notice that despite history being a
victor’s history, victims and losers do
also have a small say in it. At the same
time, since history is written by
victors, one should note and be more
careful when studying and analyzing
texts, especially since history is about
how the victors portray their
perspectives of history, not about pure
hard facts. By studying the phrase,
“History is written by the Victors” and
using the Rape of Nanking as an
example, one should now recognize
that history is politics, and history is
indeed shaped by people with the
intent to use it for their own benefit.
Therefore, history is shaped by
politics, or maybemore accurately ,
history is politics.

Nationalism
An extreme form of
patriotism marked by a
feeling of superiority over
other countries.
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her Questions







Why it is that history is
mainly written by victors?
If fascism was such a bad
ideology, why did the people
then still decide to support
it?
Why would Japan then try to
show off its victory, but
now, try to prove that it is
was fabrication?
Why are we able to see
Germany in a different light,
but yet still continue to
condemn Japan?
Why is it that both countries
are unable to let go of this
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Media Perception of the
Ryan Lim 4K

Key concepts
Before you read this

Think through:
What is your
impression of the
Vietnam War
through what you
see in the media?

What does
Source A tell
you about the
Vietnam War?
Gulf of Tonkin
Resolution:
Resolution that
allowed President
Johnson to do
whatever
necessary to assist
South Vietnam,
which included
involving armed
forces

Vietnam War
War. Bloodshed. Suffering. Never
before had the happenings of war
been truly shown to the public, and yet
now they saw everything. Or so it
seemed. The Vietnam war, was the
first uncensored war by the media,
where for the first time, the public
would see the sufferings and pain
experienced by the soldiers and
victims of the war. But was what they
saw, truly what happened? By
comparing the public’s opinion of the
war before and after controversial
photos were released to them, we will
be able to analyse how the media
affected the public perception of the
Vietnam War.

Support before the war
The media had a large impact on the
public’s support towards the Vietnam
War. Before U.S. intervention, South
Vietnam was going through a lot of
political instability, losing the war to
North Vietnam. This made the U.S.
government feel that intervention into
the war in Vietnam was necessary. In
1964, the U.S. congress passed the
Gulf of Tonkin Resolution, which
allowed President Johnson to take any
action he wanted in South Vietnam in
order to maintain the peace and
security. This was supported by most
Americans, with only two senators
opposing the motion, and only 24% of
Americans polled in 1965 thought that
joining the Vietnam War was a
mistake.
Change in public support
However, support for the war soon
changed. As the war progressed, the
media broadcasted the happenings of
war, and more Americans became
aware of the cruelty that was
happening. Due to the war being
uncensored,
this
allowed
the
journalists to show close up graphic

“No event in American
history is more misunderstood than
the Vietnam war. It was misreported
then, and is misremembered now.
Rarely have so many people been so
wrong about so much. Never have
the consequences of their
misunderstanding been so tragic.”
-President Richard M.
Nixon

Source A: President Nixon on the
Vietnam War
images of war. A gallup poll showed that
the number of people interviewed
feeling that joining the war was a
mistake shot up from 24% in 1965 to
over 60% in 1970s, near the end of the
war. Even up to 1995, support further
decreased, with this number increasing
to 71%. It can be said that this loss of
public support was due to the media’s
portrayal of war towards the public.

A problem with the U.S. joining the war
was that before this, not many
Americans knew where Vietnam was.
This could have been the reason why
they originally supported the war, as the
fight against communism was enough to
appeal to them. However, with the
release of photos by the media, they
saw that their country was seemingly
going to war with “peasants”, resulting in
a loss of support for the war. As seen
from what the student in Wesleyan
college said below, most Americans did
not even know where Vietnam was,
hence this might be one reason why
there was overwhelming support for the
war at first.
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Factors in loss of support
Firstly, the media had released quite
a few photos to the public that caused
a slew of controversy and uproar. In
1972, a photo was taken of a 9-yearold girl running down the street
naked, with her skin being burnt off by
napalm. This photo was published in
the New York Times, and is now
considered one of the most haunting
images of the 20th century, and an
iconic image seared into the collective
conscious of the people. This photo
let them see clearly the impact the
war had on the civilians, civilians that
were innocent and yet had their lives
adversely affected just because their
country was going to war.

“There were posters that said “U.S. out of Vietnam,”
and I’m thinking, where’s Vietnam? I stood at the
edge of the crowd and the speaker was saying, “Most
Americans don’t even know that we’re at war in a little
Southeast Asian nation called Vietnam.” And I
thought, yeah, I’m most Americans.”

Source B: A quote from aNunc
studentcursus
in Wesleyan
College
magna
quis

Another example would be a photo
showing a farmer holding his dead
child, while South Vietnamese Army
Rangers look down from their
armoured vehicle.
To the Americans, it seemed that
their country joining the war resulted
in a lot of unnecessary bloodshed and
pain, thus causing to them to not
support the war.

The full story
However, did the media show the true
happenings of war? A famous photo
released showed the execution of a
Vietnamese Guerrilla, thus revealing
the acts of violence the American
soldiers had committed against the
North Vietnamese, this caused a lot
of anger. However, it was later
revealed that the photograph had
been taken out of context. Wanting to
make more of an impact, sound was
added when the image was released.
The Vietcong had also just killed
some family members of the man
pulling the trigger, and yet all of this
was not shown to the public. Instead,
what the public saw was the cruel
execution of a Vietcong. This caused
a huge outcry against the soldiers,
and shows that the media had been
hiding and manipulating the truth,
causing
the
situation
to
be
misinterpreted and falsified,

opinion either, as it led to them

Source C: Iconic image of girl being burned by napalm

Source D: A farmer helplessly held the body of his dead
child as South Vietnamese troops looked on.
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depicting the cruelty of the Vietcong
towards the Americans, did not help
the public opinion either, as it led to
them questioning why their men were
dying for Vietnam over what became
,instead of a communist war as viewed
by the Americans, a nationalist war as
seen from the Vietnamese perspective.
The different interpretations of the war
by the two sides further incited anger
towards the war as it was beginning to
differ from what the public had
originally expected from the war. Thus,
it can be said that the media’s
perception of the war affected the
support of the public.

Photographer’s perspectives
David
Halberstam:
American journalist
and historian, was
a full time Vietnam
specialist for the
New York Times in
1962

Vietcong: A
political
organization that
fought the United
States and South
Vietnamese
governments
during the Vietnam
War

One
might
argue
that
the
photographers only wanted to report
truthfully what they saw. David
Halberstam, historian and Vietnam
War
reporter,
said
that
most
photographers “would have liked
nothing better than to believe the war
was going well and that it would
eventually be won. But it was
impossible for us to believe those
things without denying the evidence of
our own senses…. And so we had no
alternative but to report the truth….”
This showed the point of view of one
such Vietnam War photographer, and
what he felt about the way the
photographers should report the war to
the public. He also stated that “The job
of the reporters in Vietnam was to
report the news, whether or not the
news was good for America.” This
showed that there were photographers
in the Vietnam War who reported what
they saw.
However, even if some photographers
did not show the full picture, what they
showed to the public could still be
considered as a version of the truth,
because the fact that the Vietcong had
been executed by the Americans
cannot be changed even if the full story
had not been shown.
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Source E: A Vietcong prisoner
captured by the U.S. army

One-sided view
However, the majority of the photos
released focused on the cruelty of war.
This one-sided view suggests the
manipulation of photos by newspaper
agencies, or that photographers only
took pictures which portrayed the
American soldiers negatively. One
reason might be that the males who
were studying at the time started to
realise that they would have to
postpone their future to go fight the war
in Vietnam eventually, which made the
war more unpopular. In order to
resonate more with the public, things
that reflected the public’s opinion
would be shown through the media.
With the loss of support for the war, the
media would choose to show the public
what they wanted to see. This shows
that history is sometimes told by the
desire of the people. For example a
trend can be observed by comparing
the photos released and those that
became iconic thereafter, in that the
more famous photos generally focused
on the brutality of the actions
committed by the American soldiers.
However, on the flip side, photos of the
Vietcongs committing atrocities against
the American soldiers were generally
less popular or less known to the
public. For example stories about the
American POWs’ suffering did not not
garner as much attention. Thus, this
shows the one-sided view of the
photos, only containing the Americans’
acts towards the Vietnamese, and yet

the
3

atrocities

the

Vietcongs

the
atrocities
the
Vietcongs
committed towards the Americans
were only published some time later,
and was not as hyped up.

American media vs
Vietnamese Media
Unlike the American media which
generally focused more on the
negative
effects of
war,
the
Vietnamese media focused more on
the happy side of war. A photograph
of a young couple and child relaxing
in a hammock in front of a burnt tank,
entitled “Happiness” was published in
Vietnam. A perfect example of the
difference between the two media,
where the American media only
showed the cruel side of war to the
public, leading to a loss of support. If
the better sides of war had been
shown, the public would not have
reacted so adversely towards the war.
Thus, this shows the bias that the
American media had, in that they only
showed a one-sided viewpoint, and
neglected to show the full story. An
interview with a war veteran, Ron
Leonard, proved this point, stating
that what he had seen on television
was very different from what he
experienced in the war. Namely, the
atrocities committed by the Vietcong,
which outnumbered the American
atrocities by “a thousand to one”,
however, despite this, there was a
larger focus on the Americans’
atrocities.
Another way of looking at this would
be the reasons behind the different
ways of media portrayal of the war.
Why
did
the
photographers
manipulate the media to portray
Americans in a negative light while
the Vietnamese did not? Firstly, the
Americans were the ones who
invaded Vietnam, and thus would
have a different intention of portraying
the war as compared to the
Vietnamese. A staff member at the
Museum
of
the
Vietnamese
Revolution in Hanoi said that it was
due to the Vietnamese being

Museum of Vietnamese Resoluion in Hanoi
today
, firstly due to the Vientamese being Museum of
victorious,
and
secondly
the Vietnamese
Americans invading, that gave the Resolution: Present
Vietnamese the a right to fight them,
day museum
unlike the U.S. “While you have many
pictures of death, we celebrate our located in Hanoi
victory.” (Ha, 2009). This shows that that covers history
as the intentions between the two of Vietnamese
countries were different, the way they struggles
portrayed the war to the public would
naturally be different as well. The
difference between the Americans and
the Vietnamese would be that the
Vietnamese were the victors in this
war, and thus unlike the Americans
who would have to justify their
involvement
in
the
war,
the
Vietnamese had no such reasons to
portray the negative side of war. In
Hanoi today, there is a permanent
museum exhibit on the photographs
by the Americans in the war, which
show how, even the Vietnamese make
use of the American photographs to
portray the war. This shows the extent
to which the Americans depicted the
war in a negative light, such that even
the Vietnamese started using it to
depict the war, as they themselves
never had their own photographers
capture the atrocities that they
committed.
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Role of media today

Conclusion

The media plays a large part in
influencing public opinion. When the
media reflects the public’s desires and
thinking in order to resonate with them,
this leads to the public believing their
ideas more and more, consequently it
becomes a self-fulfilling prophecy. The
government’s control over the media
would affect what the public sees. This
can be linked back to the war, where
photos shown to the public might not
always be true happenings, and instead
might just be what the public wanted to
see. This also shows the impact just
one photo might have on the public, as
the photo might influence the public’s
opinion, when they see something that
reinforces their belief.

Taking into account the various
perspectives shown, such as the war
veterans, the public and the
photographers, this essay has shown
a clearer picture of the whole war, and
from this, it can be concluded that the
media played a large part in shaping
the public’s perception of the war. Not
only that, the media that was
portrayed was also one that had been
manipulated a lot, to mask the full
story. Things like the atrocities
committed by both sides in the war
were not shown, and instead were
skewered to one side. Thus, it can be
concluded that the media had a large
impact on the public perception of the
Vietnam War.

History as Entertainment
Miss Saigon: A
musical by the
United States set
during the 1970s
Saigon during the
Vietnam War

Entertainment also plays an important
role in the portrayal of history today.
One such example would be the
musical Miss Saigon, which was set
during the Vietnam War. With these
mediums, it is easy to spread
awareness of the past to the current
generation, as it presents history in a
more interesting way as compared to
the mundane nature of textbooks.
However, with the portrayal of history
today, there would be a loss of historical
accuracy. For example, the musical
Miss Saigon, focused mainly on a love
story, while in the actual war, pain and
human suffering was omnipresent.
From this, it can also be seen how the
United States today chooses to portray
and remember the Vietnam War as part
of their history. Thus, history being
portrayed as entertainment might not be
entirely accurate, and things such as
empathy for the soldiers involved in the
war would be lost.
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