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“] see history as a compilation of layers and clements that make up a whole with
an interactive, cyclical aspect. Viewing timeas transparent layers, solid separate parts,
or as a complete entity are all plausible historical interpretations, and these same views
can also be translated into most artistic images.”
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Editor's Note:

The 1994 History Journal is dedicated to Dr. Albert A. Hayden in recognition of his retirement
after teaching at Wittenberg from 1959 until 1994, Dr, Hayden has specialized in British and
Irish history and has published one book, New South Wales Immigration Policy, 1856-1900,

a5 well as numerous articles, essays, and reviews. He has also served as managing editor of
Srudies in British History and Culture, & monograph series of the North American Conference
on British Studies. Dr. Hayden has served for over two decades as Wittenberg's pre-law and
graduate school advisor. Highly regarded on campus a5 2 demanding yet deeply caring teacher,
Dr. Hayden has become particularly well-known for his reading colloguium, The Irish Question.
Dr. Hayden's contributions to the historical profession earned him the Distinguished Service
Award from the Ohio Academy of History at the 1994 spring meeting. The History Journal
staff similarly would like to recognize his contributions to Wittenberg by dedicating the 1994
Jowrnal to him.

Finally, a few notes of appreciation: I would like to thank the members of my staff for
their insights, hard work, and support. This journal would not have been possible without the

the Publications Department for her hard work and patience in the production of the end product.
Finally, I thank Malykke Bacon and Dr. Charles Chatfield for their gnidance and support.

Molly Wilkinson
History Journal Staff

Editor . —— . ; enassnnee Molly Wilkinson
SOl BAILOT cocveressssmmmmrsssermmmmsssssnsnsassssuasassssss Malykke Bacon
L A—— : - .Julie Carpenter
Pamela Ehresman
Kathy Fargey
Susan Klump
Seth Martin
Faculty Advisor R Dr. Charles Chatficld

Cover. A coeessaseneases BriAN Koch




Table of Contents

Cesar Chaver: Trampling Down the Vintage, 1965-1970

by Kathy Fargey

Seandal Strikes Charles Stewart Pamell: The Fall af the Irish Leader

by Pamela Ehresman

Fritz Fischer: The “Traitor” from Hamburg

by Barry Jackisch

The 1969 CBS Walkout: The Means Justified the Ends

by Malykke Bacon

Eduvcation in Occupied Japan ....

by Laura Sponseller

John C. Calhoun's - A Disquisition on Government

15

19

25

by John Bennett

How the Shah Won: The CIA's Role in the Iranian Coup of 1953

by Pam Ehresman

Address correspondence (o;

Editor

The Wittenberg History Journal
History Department

Wittenberg University
Springfield, Ohio 45501



Cesar Chavez, Trampling Down the Vintage, 1965-1970

bry Kathy Fargey

majors arc chosen as finalists for the distinguished Martha and Bob Hartje Awand and exkond i wrile

|nn'ruiv=hium‘-n1p-pu.mpupmmiudgnd wmrumﬂummwmmwmﬁdm 1994 awand

for this paper.

The grapes of wrath wens growing in the vineyards of
Delano and other parts of Califomia, From September 1965
o July lmFﬂiﬁnnmmmmwm
lshorers were: on strike against California’s vineyard
owners. The workers endured conditions like those
described in Steinbeck's The Grapes of Wrath: low wages,
malnutrition, poor housing, lack of medical cine, long
Inu.mdumnhtﬂ.chﬂnkﬂs.wiﬂmu:j:h.
Thn:.rma!mdmidﬂukgnlﬁgmmbn:ﬂn
cdﬁﬂvﬂy+{llﬂmhlnﬁ.mcmiﬂﬂmi:dmll
mmmmwmﬂmummmwm
mﬁmum.wdw&mmmmm
dumﬂndanh:ﬁm&l,ﬂpuhm:nﬂﬂww.
Hﬂﬂ&mﬁmmﬁrummimpﬂﬂi
mi'rhuﬂgllmmﬂmmﬂknﬁmymluﬂ.ﬂt
hﬁunmhﬂmhh&lﬂmh‘:ﬁmmmw
the UFW won recognition and contracts from twenly-six of
ﬂﬂﬁuuh'smjrmmﬁmmmmm
mﬂfﬂmﬁdmamnﬂﬂtmmww
imp:rulUmeﬁ:i:slrﬂm:ﬂumﬂlmtamya:ﬁw
part in organizing and seeking support for the strike, His
haduﬂtipismimpulﬂﬁpuld'lhemn[uwpq:
strike.

meﬂmmhnhmﬂmmm:mdaww
w&yﬂmﬁmﬂhmﬂmm%mm
is worth the life of a singhe grower or his child, or the life of
a single worker or his child.” (1) Chavez invited civil rghts
m&mmsmmmﬂm
E:mﬂ.mﬂlﬂﬂuf:mwmnmﬂﬂﬂqmﬂwnm
organine and encourage nonviolence, (4) Chavez
was also active in organizing picketing, “church meetings,
mmmmgm"mmmmwm
lines himself, such as those in Coachella, where he once
crptimdahuullhiltyvﬂﬁchsmhhckvim;wdmnm&
(6) Chavez put his and the UFW's focus an action into
words: “Most of us in this movement get tumed off by
m.w:‘mmmmmm?fnmmhgrﬂgm
and day.” (7)

Chavez kept moving, developing new tactics and

responses during the strike, He personally decided to
mmmwmmﬁ:znmm
involved convincing customers nationwide not 1o bay
mﬁmmmmﬂwmme
the UFW. He first directed the boycott against Guimarra
CuwﬂiM.Calﬂmh'lln#ﬂmpnﬁm,lhm
ondered the boycott extended 10 all Califomia table grapes
when Guimarra used other labels. (8) Chavez also
wummwmﬂmmﬁmmu
President of the California Grape and Tree Fruit Leaguoe,
E.L. Barr, accused the UFW of sponsoring terrorism,
Chavez responded in an open letter in The Christian
Century. His letter stated that strikers were commitied to
“militant nonviolence™ although some of them had been
victims of violent attacks. He wroie of the strikers stroggle
10 “overcome . . . not by retaliation or bloodshed but by a
detcrmined nonviolent struggle camried on by those masses
of farm workers who intend o be free and human.” (%) In
February 1968, when tensions between strikers and
vhmrtdmmmrhing.h:hqmalm-ﬁwm
ﬁﬂmimvﬂmmﬁﬂmdpmﬁﬁmlﬂa
“um:ityu[mpmhm"pwmﬂlhum:mw
station whene Chavez stayed during the fast. Robert
Kmmdﬂndummmmwhmjuimdﬂmuﬁ:l
Mass held at the end of the Fast. (10)
Thmmlmﬂumhthmmhﬂrmﬂluwm
for the UFW. He traveled to Stanford and Berkeley to ask
college students o help organize the strike and to picket
ﬂl}lanﬁnhﬂ]BﬁE.Chmezuwwdum.huﬂ
of the United Auto Workers (UAW), a tour of the picket
mmm,mmmnmum
banner, In return, Reuther gave the UFW $5000 a month
from UAW funds. (12) Chavez also courted charch support,
mﬁﬂhﬂ&nﬁmmﬂﬁmﬂhwmmﬂh
Church (he [received) holy communion each moming) and
excellent relations with California’s liberal Protestants.”
(13} In June 1970, Chavez addressed two hundred charch
mm.mwumnﬁm
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Congregational, , Methodist, Lutheran, and
ﬂhﬁiﬂhM‘haUﬂMhM(M}Hﬁ
mmr«mmhmum
and asked for continued support for the union. (15)
Chavez's efforts paid off when twenty-six of
Caliﬁ:ﬂﬂl‘:mthwglmmﬁpﬂmmm]dy
‘EJEITG,WMWMMWMM
mmilmwmﬂumampumbmn{
grapes picked (and promising specific wage increascs for
lWl—Tﬂ.-ﬂmﬁh;lenuhmfmaUF‘ﬁ'

medical fund. (16) Chavez took a very active and important
mhhww&.nﬁgwmﬂm
mmmmﬂmm
mmmmnuamdm
mﬂmmwmm.umm
mtmb&nﬁﬂmmtﬁsmwpmh
m:mmmmmﬂﬂmﬁuuﬁw
alugﬂﬁg.n:hﬂ,“\'iﬂhﬁlﬂl*ﬂmﬂiwlhﬂﬂuﬁ
and *Viva Cesar Chavez!™ (17) For many of Califomia’s
farm workers, his truth is marching on.

Endnoles

| puformation abou the conditicas fuced by Califcrmis’s graps
pickoers can be found s thess soureen

WTM"I‘HMEHMBhM','
Saturday Review, 17 Aagust 1968, 13. ;

Martin Duberman, “Grapes of Wraih,” The New Ripublic, 1
December 1967, 24

Jume: P, M‘Mhhwmwd
Wiath' Sirike ™ Narios, 7 February 1965, 151-152

lm\rmyhnuchm"mu—mummﬁ
3 Tobn, &2
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scandal Strikes Charles Stewart Parnell:
The Fall of the Irish Leader

by Pamela Ekresman

mlmmwﬂ"mﬂm:hm;ﬁumdﬂ:m
ullﬁsh}hmﬂuh‘mm'mmmlmdmmu
“uncrowned king of Intland” — nearly fifleen years later his
Mmhdﬂm&:ﬁdhhnmﬂmcnuhhym

condemnation by most of his own party, by the English
Liberal party, and by the Catholic Church slipped a choke
mmw&mwmaﬁngdnGmindmimﬂc
Trish leader — all because of his maral trnsgression.

Charles Parnell was elected 10 Parliament al the age of
ﬂ,mhhmkwwmmmFmimnEu
he leader of the newly formed Irish Nationalist party, lso
hummﬂmlﬁﬂﬂmanuhm,}hdmduwdn

i ohstruction campaign which infuriated the
House of Commons and awarded political power o the
mewmmmmmmmru
Home Rule and tenants” rights, adopting a boycoll Sralcgy
inwhkhfmum“wlﬁﬂ:unmmmnMam
Beginning in 1885, he required cach member of the
Nﬂﬂhmwmﬁmhmﬁr.mﬂym
Mwmwwmmmﬂﬂ.
i included forming alliances with
ﬂnmﬂnimchmrhmudmdmdwﬂhlhnuhnﬂpam'ln

whom he would never relinguish.
Unﬁ;uwuulf.mmﬂ'mm[unfﬂm‘n
William O"Shea, belonged 1o the English ruling class that
the Irish despised. Mr. and Mrs, O"Shea pursued an
umtradlitional marriage, with Katharine residing at her estaic
in the country and her hushand living in London. Katharine,
wm.mm.wmmmmmmm
hﬂ'hmhﬂnd.anlrﬁlmndidmﬁ:l'hlﬁmﬂLDwMu
love at first sight, their secret love affair continued for ten
mﬁmlaﬂlnlml.mmghmmispumm
O'Shess enforced a sort of political blackmail on Pamell,
manipulating him to support the Captain in Parliamentary
mmmnﬁxmcwﬂnm‘mgnhﬁn:mmm
mﬂai.m“dlpuﬁmmdﬂﬁnmﬁm—m
O Shea’s insistence on openly denguncing Pamell's
mwmm—mnmmmmwmm
Capmin‘:wife.mhﬂ.hndlmtupmﬂdmwhh
Kﬂnﬁtﬂhmﬂﬂmﬂﬂmmm
children. Pamell considered her 10 be his wife and wanted
her 1o divorce her husband so they could marry.
Uﬂmwﬂr.mmmmmwqurmmiﬂu
thﬂin:urhﬂhnﬂmdwmldmﬂurlﬁmﬂum
umﬁﬂw‘sdﬂu}yﬁmﬂm:muiﬂﬂimmm's
wnlhplm'ﬂmdaﬁmhhwnrdmﬂ'm
mmdhslr.mwupuqummmu
MMWWWMMIEWH
mummmwaw.m
mmmmﬂmﬂw‘swﬂ
mhnmbud:himuﬂhwhﬂ'mmty,mismﬂ
mﬂmﬂ:mhmaﬂﬁ'nﬂlﬁamﬂdmﬁw
ten years, leaving himself “valnerable to attack in a way no
leader . . . should ever have done.” (3)
ﬁhdﬁimdﬂwjﬁm’:mﬂﬂﬁ.hﬂ
Aunt Ben finally died at the age of 96, leaving all of her
mmmymmmm , therefore, had
Wﬁﬂddﬂmmmmn&fn‘uﬂﬁ.m
mhh;&jﬂmdhhmhﬂsaﬂﬁmshmh
ﬂuﬂmm“mmmgﬂnlﬂmﬁnﬂhﬂ
hh“m:"uminanmm,hchmdmﬂapuﬁﬁmb
ﬁvmhu.hﬁﬂhmuuﬂr.ﬂnpuhﬂ'mﬂmd
Pamell as in the divorce, Always the
mmhﬂ'ﬂmnﬂuﬂﬂhﬂﬂnrhm&mdim
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him, but only if she would pay him £20,000. Unable to get
her hands on that much money, she could not play his
stood as filed in December 1889 by the Captain, (for purcly
financial reasons.) The trial date was scheduled for
Movember 15, 1890, nearly a full year later.

Pamell took advantage of this lapse of time 1o assure
hﬁuﬂhﬂﬂﬂﬂhﬁmmmdmmhuﬂu
an his honor or continoed leadership of the Nationalist
party. Fellow party members in tum assured (he press that
they would stand by their leader, regardiess of what
occurred in the divorce court. Most made this pledge
bmﬂd:rbdhﬂhmﬂ'smmmum
would not taint him. Pamell genuinely thought the affair
could never damage his carcer because of his belicf that a
m'spﬁmﬁ&ﬂwﬂmhﬂmimﬁlmhﬁn
liffe, (4)

The length of time before the trial also gave Mrs,
' Shea the opportunity 1o file countercharges against her
hushand, accusing him of having an affair with her sister.
These countercharges have been called “foolish and
wicked.™ and Katharine “quick tempered and sharp-tongued
... a primitive female fighting with her claws.” (3) Her
mmw:lﬂ:;ﬁnﬁemtnipnhlicﬂmpdhy&mnhn':idnﬂﬂ
made her seem like a spiteful woman in the eyes of the
world, for the whole world was watching as the scandal
unfolded. Becavse of Katharine's countercharges, her
mudhddmﬂrawulinghkl.mm}].:hmﬁng
not to defend himself, was not represented at all. This
situation provided the Captain with the opportunity i
present his side of the story without any cross-cxamination
nmmmmmmem
mmmﬂummﬂ.mﬁdwm
scheming wife and her lover. He and his lawyer spun tales
of Pamell's aliases, disguises, secret trips, and most
damaging of all, the “fire escape episode.” This story
detailed how Pamell, staying at Kitty's home, slipped out
onto the rear fire escape when Caplain O'Shea
mmﬂﬂfa“mﬂﬁraviﬁtm;ummhﬂj
mmmmmmwﬂmm
view Charles Pamell as a deceitful, immoral man. (6)

Because Captain 0" Shea was not cross-examined, the
whdnqmsﬁmu[h]smm}m‘mhhwifn‘umhw
surfaced. Most historians agree that the Captain knew about
the affair and in some cases even encouraged it for his own
political and financial benefiL. Politically, as discussed
pﬁrkﬂy.hmhdw‘ehﬂmﬁlnwmh
mmmmmmummw
blatandly at Galway in 1885 when Pamell pressured his
party members Lo withdraw their candidate in favor of
Em‘mﬂ'ﬁh:a,tnmﬂqkmwwwld vole against the

memmsmwmmnpuﬁnw
swoe can show that to remain ignorent of [the affair] fior 8

MWMMEMIMMMW
facts 5o superhuman as 1o be beyond belicl.” (7)

The public, however, did not hear this evidence on
Pamell’s behalf and observed only the portrayal of a man
who took advantage of his colleague’s hospitality.
Immediately afier the trial, many Irish MP's were
ambivalent. On the one hand, they felt deceived by Pamell
because he had spent a year down-playing ihe damage the
divoree would inflict on his character, The radical Irish
leader Michael Davitt never forgave Pamell for misleading
him a5 o the outcome of the divorce case and condemned
him on moral groands, On the other hand, Pamell was their
m.mhmmmwmmmm.m
way on the journey to Home Rule, and they did nol wish 10
ghandon so greal a man.

Maost of the Nationalist party met at Leinster Hall on
Movember 20, 1890, three days after the divorce trial, o
proclaim its unanimous support for Pamell. Some members
attemnpted to link the divorce case to past political
nmq:ﬁaﬁﬁqgﬂml?mﬂ,mdrmeﬁmﬁ:?ﬂ
murder case in which Pamell was connected 1o the
murderers through a letier that was printed in the

. In court, it had been revealed that the letier was
a forgery and that Pamell was innocent. Perhaps, some
M@uﬂmﬂmmﬂ'ﬂmmuﬂhﬁmﬁw
mﬂ.mﬂwmmmmmﬁmﬁﬂlﬂh’.
Other members supported Pamell solely because they
mmuwmmmmmmw
TP. 0"Connor asserted, “It is for the Irish alone o chooss
their leader . . . . Expressing the view that Pamell had
sacrificed so much for the Irish that they could not tum
around and forsake him, O"Connor also stated:

Mr. Pamell had done too much for the Irish people
10 go back on him now. [ declare that the whole
Irish people will support the envoys in upholding
Mr. Pamell, and there is convincing prool that
Ireland is socially, enthusiastically, and fercely oa
the side of the Irish leader. (8)

Yet, Haslip argues that many of the men who spoke in favor
of Pamell at Leinster Hall had loyalty only “skin deep™ and
would support him only as long as Prime Minister
Gladstone remained silent. Indeed, Pamnell had ignored the
fact that one man exercised a greater spell over the people
than even he did, and this man was William Gladstone. (%)
At first, Gladsione did stay silent. The Liberal Prime
Wiinister chose 1o leave the mater of Pamell's future to the
Irish, contenting himself with observing detachedly.
However, a meeting of the Liberal panty at Shefficld (on the
dnyﬂtuﬂwlﬂﬂmﬂlldmn}hm:tmmadhhm‘mi
The Nonconformists, regarded as the backbone of the
Uhﬂm.uﬂ&ﬂnmﬂuumhmﬂum
“most infamous adulterer of the century.” (10) The
Nonconformists believed that if the Irish chose 10 support
Pamell, then Ircland would be unfit for sell-government.



Scandal Serikes Charles Stevwart Parnell: The Fall of the Irish Leader =5

John Morey, Chief Secretary fior Ircland, was moved by the
Monconfarmists” denunciations and returmned 10 urge
Gladstone mh‘nﬁﬂiﬂl?ﬂ‘ﬂﬂlmﬂﬁmﬂﬂmﬁﬁhﬂu{
Home Rule. Gladstone heeded this waming and reluctantly
npmdmauhclrl-;hlmd:rmﬂh:mﬁfmdinmﬂ:m
mlﬂmmw&wwmvﬂmﬂm
mmu:mil:rﬂ-ighmﬁdhyﬂ:ﬂimmm
smud:"ﬂuumdiu—ﬂwmmrdﬁ—-mm:ausmf

wmm,m'mn'm
deserved 10 have a moaument rised 1o her in every Lown in
Elmlnnd.*lnfml,mwilumqnmdmlhnﬁm
mmumﬂwmmmmm
Mﬂnﬂ’ﬂm‘smnﬂdﬂlﬂwhh]unﬁﬂhmhﬁiﬁ
MWWWMWEMM
conclusive evidence exists. {12}

Due to the outcry at Sheffield and 1o fears of
wmm.hmmmﬂmmum
remaining aftached to the brandished Irish leader would
h'npairmtunlj'lmlihﬂ'uls'mﬂmmcﬁﬂt
Gm-ﬁmmﬂﬂinpnwumum::inu.ﬂrmlhcwhd:
mmﬂlhmﬂuhwmﬁmmm
famous Jetter which included the critical passage:

mmmdm;ummﬁdmmduﬂ
hyhlr‘mﬂhhismmlrr.hhﬁtﬁnmu
unmnmmmunmﬂﬂpmm
pmdmﬁh'nul‘mmmﬁminﬂw
tﬁgrﬂdngrmmﬂ:mnummﬂ....m
continpance 1 speak of would not only place many
hearty and elfective friends of the Irish cause in
pﬁhﬂulmmuhﬂmm
my retention of the leadership of the Liberal party,
based as it has been mainly upon the presentation
of the Irish cause, almost a nullity. (13)

Nudym&w@mmmmm
uﬁnghﬁumnuﬂladnm'nmicimmlmmﬁ.m
mmﬂmhnuﬂdmaignmshmhipdllmlhﬂ
mil?mmlldiinmnﬁm
Gmwmmnmmm
for him to show it to Pamell befiore the Mationalists met 1o
m:mm.mnmﬁmﬁmw.
Pamnell could not be found. Therefore, the Nationalist party
nﬂuﬂdl:mmmmkmlﬁmdmﬁtlhuﬂndhhﬂu
wi&mﬂhmd:ﬂncﬂfcﬂm‘aulﬁmmummd
hllnkﬂu.ﬂnﬂmmhﬂ'ﬁ.ﬂm;utj'utamw
mhmd?rmﬂmamhﬂ:haimm.nkhtdﬂ'ﬂﬂﬂha

of Parnell, argued that this action “affirm([ed],
i effect, that his public life should not be cut short by his
privale transgressions as exposed in the proceedings of the
Divorce Court.” (14) However, his public life could be cul
ﬂmwwpudﬂmﬁmﬁmumimwdt
committee room, the Nationalists were besieged by Liberal
nmmm."ﬂnymmlhnmymmw"n
was then that the Irish learned of Gladstone’s letter.

The Trish members split in their neactions 1o the
powerful and momEntows letter. One group viewed it as an
wmmnwmm
and Parnell, between England and Ireland. Seen in that
light, these men did not hesitate 10 choose Ireland,
mﬂmﬂmmmmmaﬂm
allow an English leader, not even Gladstone, to dictate 10
llm.ﬂﬁid:s.ﬁtwhnﬂnhshn[ﬂnldshmvuwﬁhd
Mﬂm:w.uummmm
Ireland has obtained from England has been cbtained not by
a policy of alliance, but by a policy of defiance.” This
pﬂdﬁmaﬂlﬂmﬁmdlﬁlﬂwﬂmhpﬂw
hdmmpunmﬁmhhiﬁmmﬁmin
udummﬁuwhdmfumudﬂmtiuh.l—hﬂmuﬂ
Mnnwlskﬂnkpn:phnmdith‘m? Yet these men,
the Parncllites, traly fieht that if they did not support Pamell,
Ireland would not display sell-reliance and therefore would
not deserve its freedom. (15)

The other faction of the Nationalist party, known as the
anti-Pamellites, believed that Gladstone's letter presented a
chaoice not between Gladsione and Pamnell bul between
Pamell and Treland. These members reasoned that securing
l}hmﬂuhmmmmﬁhmﬂl':mﬁ:ud
Mmmmhmﬂ';mmm
believed, would result in Gladstone's resignation and
MW“MWM‘I
chances for success, Therefore, 1o support Pamell and break
with Gladstone seemed “sheer madness.” (16)

Some anti-Parnellites later explained that they voted for
Pamell on November 25 only with the understanding that he
MWMW.WH.MH
retire gracefully and bow to the wishes of those who would
follow Gladstone. Instead, he assumed a fighting stance,
miﬁnﬂluﬂywﬁhﬂﬂ:lﬂ'#hﬂﬂ'hlhﬂm&l
Manifesto which ruthlessly attacked the Liberal party and
its leader, Afier he read the Manifesto 10 fellow party

Parnell had become politically impossible.” (17) F.5. Lyons
kes a different view of the Manifesto, arguing that Parnell
mdemnhwmﬁmhmhﬁwm
away from the moral issue of the divorce 10 the political
mammmmmwwa
mmmmummuumnmmm
was “s0 bitter and uncompromising as (0 make any hope of
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impossible.” (18)
mmmmmmqu
alllum.aﬂmmd'ntﬂ—nfmmmﬂlﬂﬂﬂh
Church remained silent for two whole weeks afier the
scandial broke, Anchbishop Walsh had made up his mind not
1o speak out against Pamell's immorality because he
assumed that the Irish people would suppon Parell, and he
did not want to fight the people. Ideally, Walsh wanied the
Mationalist party 1o reject Parnell on its own, without any
wuthﬂm&mm:mmﬂtmuﬁﬁm wieck's
events in dismay {L:inmu‘lhll.mchmimut?mmm.he
realized that pressure had 1o be applicd 10 the MNationalists,
huhnwﬂndmﬁulmmilyimﬂrmmmmﬁn}y.
MWM'smWM+Wm
mmﬂlymﬁ:ﬂmﬁngpnhmmmﬁm
Walshmpuhﬁulrmﬁc.mnﬂmaﬂnﬂutr}uhmmﬂm
Bishop of Ardagh wrote 1o Walsh: “Is it not the duty of us,
Biﬂqﬁ.mq}ﬁtrwmn‘mph.mﬂ io tell the Freeman
and our MP's that God's commandments must be respected
mmmmumﬂ.‘{mwmmmmﬁ
Pmmﬂupdiﬁ:ﬂm.umﬂlﬂumliﬂpuwlmdﬂmh
mwﬂwuﬂu]ﬁmm&icﬂmﬂi.h{mnim\'i:wﬂﬂt
Pamnell affair as the perfect opportunity for the Church to
reassert iits power over Ircland. Walsh, therefare, did not

mwhn#,h?mﬂ,mﬂmrﬂpl:aﬂdwhhmh
mmmmrmmm.-m}wmw
pmndtdsh{m&nuwdinmfhmmﬂhh
party would desert him did Walsh finally resolve 10 add the
Church's weight against the Irish leader, pleasing his
nlﬁkﬂndhagmﬂnnmmhrﬂ.hemuﬂewnb
mwwﬂﬁ:ﬁmﬂ"h&.hﬂﬂuﬂm
haﬂnﬂﬂp.fmnfﬂlmmﬂpﬂmﬁ.ﬂhﬂuﬂpummi
anmﬂﬂﬁmmmmh
view of inevitable disruption, with defeat at elections, wreck
of Home Rule hopes, and sacrifice of ienants” inerests.”
(21)

The Catholic Church condemned Pamell on moral
pmﬁ!,uﬁpeﬂhﬂ.bmummmmﬂninﬁﬂﬂ
The value system of Viciorian England reganded divorce as
almast taboo, yet extramarital affairs were not unCOMMOR.
Mrair:muuiﬂymuqnduw:am:um‘nﬂ
clandestine; bul as soon as the lovers broke the eleventh
commandment — that is, “don’t get caught™ — they were
mmﬂymniﬂrﬂmdh;mFs.mem
hhdhmmmﬂf.mmudmhwm
any public man.” (22) As evidence of Lyons's stalcmen,
Charles Dilke, a Liberal MP, had recently been ruined by a
ﬁmmﬂhlﬂﬂﬁ.hhﬁlmﬂﬂhmﬂ'aﬁﬁ,
O"Brien quotes an old Fenian leader on the double
mﬂsutﬁﬂﬁﬂl\%himmnﬂn:mmﬂishm
the most extraordinary people in the world. Yo never can
Mnmwmmmmtmwmwhm

except mainly that virtoe is always on their side, whatever
their side is” (23) In Pamcll's case, English viroe censured
his affair with Katharine 0" Shea, parily oot of political
ﬂmynmdﬂudlmwlmimﬂmﬂdndnimﬂm its leader
was & deceitful man, As a result, moral and political issues
nwgad;mﬁngmLyms:"nmvminﬂ}'.m
indignation and palitical expedicncy alike seemed to point
to the exit of the Irish leader.” (24)

mﬂinglf.armrhckhummﬁdmhcmmﬂm
Rmi!fwscmﬂ:hﬂnﬁ:mdnﬁbmiuu.md
ﬂuﬂnﬁumlﬂmha:m&admﬂ,ﬂnuﬁmmmh
effect ruining him. But he would not give up easily. In the
next few months, he married Katharine and campaigned for
{hree candidates in by-clections in Ireland, The Nationalist
mwmthum';!mmu!ﬂﬂbyﬁmmﬂumd.hﬂ
the Pall Mall Gazette demanded his retirement. The
l:aﬂnﬁ:mlthhwlndlmjmumuipagﬂut&m,
gamering the support of the anti-Pamellites. As a result, all
three of Pamell’s candidates lost their elections. Alwaysa
ﬁd:lymm,hedhdﬂuﬂuﬁn‘uudswﬂﬂnhﬁ,lml,
less than a year after the divorce.

Afier Parnell's death, the Nationalist party split three
wsﬂwmﬁmﬁm
continued his crusade for Home Rule, introducing a Home
Rule Bill in 1893, but the bill failed 10 pass the House of
Londs. Home Rule, then, was pronounced dead for the
mmw.mwhuhupﬂndn{mn&l‘sm.ﬂmuﬂdﬂ
uﬁ:mhn}umdki.ﬂIymHnbmmdiﬂmhwdm
having a parliamentary party and finding a constitutional
means 1o seli-government. Their discouragement may go 8
Imgwhr.qﬂ.ﬂnhulh:mrniliu Ireland today. The
historian AN, Wilson writes, “Had that aunt been cither
nmhm&nﬂﬂnﬂumgerﬁwd,khmduﬂsﬂmm
should have peace in the streets of Belfast today.” (25)

Like Wilson, it is fun to play “what if” with history, no
matter how futile, So, what if the Nonconformists had not
fussed over Pamell's aduliery, or even if they had, what if
Gladstone had paid them no attention? It is probable that
Gladstone may not have written the Jetter that riggered a

countercharges against her husband, saving Pamell from the
embarrassment of the divorce court. Some may condemn
him for conducting & love affair with a married woeman, but
it st be remembered that he truly loved her and found
happiness in her company. He clearly did not ruin & healthy
miage.iurhmmhsmhﬂuuhnmxﬂr.
However frustrating to Parnell, Aunt Ben's fortone, Caplain
0'Shea's opportunism, and the curse of divorce all
compelled her to remain marmed.
'ITl:mdnn[mﬁtfin\f‘:thng]mﬂmmd
ic exposure of extramarital affairs. Ye, are today's
standards of morality for public figures much different from
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those of the Victorian em? We still believe that our political
mmmmmmmmm
Emhmmpﬁﬁamﬂ.juﬂm?mﬂ‘:pimm
nlﬁrﬂrmmmﬁngﬁmnmmwmufmibﬂiw
of Home Rule. Although we can point 1o actions (o

Pmmﬂ':hmmali:r.muumﬂmmumﬂﬂu
mmmamma:mwmqﬂm@
valnes was slim. His love affair with Katharine O"Shea can
be secn as equaling that of Anthony and Cleopatra, (26) and
his downfall can be seen as more of a tragedy than

mmﬁuﬂlmumdﬂm;:numdmﬁtﬁmujuf Wuﬁmﬂmmm
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Fritz Fischer: The “Traitor” from Hamburg

by Barry Jackisch

ing modemn German history has never been an
wﬂmﬁﬂkﬂmmmhﬁmﬁu
many years, a divided Germany served as a constant
reminder of the mistakes of the past and lefi its citizens 10
muwuwpainﬁﬂqumim:“ﬂwdmnhqm?“ln
mﬁgmmmnuﬂqunm
historian named Fritz Fischer cansed a revolution in
German hi and initiated a heated debute that
mmkmmmmm
mﬁudeﬂGmhw.UﬂngMd
Wsmwmam:mmm
First Warld War, War Of Illusions, and From Kaiserreich
To Third Reich, this examination will demonstrate how
Fritx Fischer's structoralist interpretations, coupled with his
mmmingmiuwumm-ﬁm'nm.ﬂwﬂmldm
of the long-cherished precepts of conservative, Neo-
Rankean German historiography.

Fritz Fischer was bom on 5 March, 1908, in
mm.mm.mmmm+
Eﬂh:ﬁmﬂﬁmhlmﬁmluhmmﬁm
From 1926-28, Fischer attended the University of Erlangen
and then moved on to the University of Berlin where he
m:dvnﬁhisﬂmmﬂnin'fhnhﬂﬂm}nﬂmﬂmd
his education with a Doctor of Philosophy degree in 1937.
While still at the University of Berlin, Fritz Fischer served
nmuﬂmﬂttﬂmdmuﬂ?{iﬂ%}mﬂ
Wmmnﬂymmdmuﬁmmﬂmdm
(1934-42). From 1942-73, Fischer taught al the University
dmhwgmdlmrmﬁnmhlhmmmm
mﬁmLﬁﬂammnﬁmulyhﬂmdbﬂhﬂ
Second World War in his capacity as a reserve and active-
dﬂrmﬂb&ruhh:ﬂﬂnm{.ﬁmﬂ'ﬁ{lﬂﬁﬁ].ﬂnm
mmuﬂymﬂbrﬂtﬂmhﬂmyuﬂmﬁmdul
prisoner of war from 1945-47, Fritz Fischer has served as a
Wpﬂmﬂmmﬁhmw
nﬂhﬂm::‘mduumhmmmmﬁnﬂm
prestigious awards. (1)

After reading through such an impressive resume, 006
mlﬂua:thuwnﬂa“wuﬂdmd"uhuhmldhm
mﬂdy:ﬁﬁﬂmﬂ.mmlhda“ﬂw.“ﬂ}hymuﬂ

members of the German historical community.
Mulﬁmmﬁmmdﬁmﬂmﬂ:ﬁhﬁm

his role in the debate centering on German responsibility for
World War One and his assertion that a continuity existed
between the policies and attitudes of Wilhclmine Germany
and those of the Third Reich. In order to gain a chear
Wgnlﬂﬁsdthh.ﬂmmmhpﬂmhpm-
Warld War Two German historiography, an examination of

Fischer” German attitudes conceming the role of the
historian and his craft must be presented. With this
mummmmﬂmm‘s
assertions can be best realized.

In an examination of modern German historiography,
John A. Moses states that:

Nineteenth-century German historiography was 50
intimately bound up with the movement for
national unity that it became vinually the *science
of the national state’ . ...Before 1870 they
[historians] spoke of Prussia’s vocation 1o units
Germany whercas afterwands they preached
Gmn.mr'swcﬂimmaﬁﬁthmdfmlhhuﬂ
stage. ...Thus a doctrine of state venertion became
the hall-mark of most significant German
historiography. (3)

mmm&mmmhmmmm
German historians had maintained a strong coanection o
mmpdiwmmmm;mmm
;lﬂmnﬂqrtnﬁummr'spuﬁnmdiﬂmmmlh
mmﬂidhmy@' i y. This justification of their
dﬂiﬂmm&rﬂymﬁhmmmuﬂﬁnd
Leopold von Ranke.

The Neo-Rankean school, which took hold after
unification in 1871, adhered quite closely o many Rankean
ideals regarding the nation-state and the primacy of foreign
mﬁy.?mhmtmm:huﬁwhdkﬂﬂhﬂhﬂ
that all history which followed Ranke's example was
essentially political in nature (4) and therefore required a
concentrated focus on the nation-state as an individoal
entity possessing unigue features that could be readily
mhﬂhrdﬁmsh@whhuhﬁmwm
“entitics.” In effect, a nation"s own identity was greatly
inflmﬂndbﬂupmiﬁcnlnﬂmwmﬁ"inﬂ-aﬁtf‘



conflict. If a nation were o grow and prospes in this
environmenl, nhﬁmmmmﬁnmﬂmﬂ“{i}
and push owards m:\*ﬂfpﬂhﬂ'rﬂemﬂ:hahﬂd'
pawer,
lehcﬂmmmhmmrmﬂnhﬂiuihﬂ:
gmringnpﬂlmmthngrﬂmwpmmmmm
the turn of the century, Many Neo-Rankeans felt that
Germany mbr.ingdmiudiurlghtfulmﬁtimuam
uuﬂpnwmﬂheliuwddﬂuﬂmﬁumrm
itself against the imperialist intentions of countries such as
Britain and R:mil,ﬂmnmf“wldmmhmm:hunml
ﬂmwmﬂmhammﬂ
sense, it scemed that Germany was being forced 1o assert
Minudﬂmpmm:ﬁsmwﬂmqptﬂm

MﬁMﬁmﬂmr'smtmﬂquWuﬂ
wﬂmmmuymﬁmmmwmmﬂ
d:avﬁ!lmmepﬂiuduamhh.rmu'ﬂnmmiu
German cultural and political development.
mmﬁdwﬂmm'm“qmﬁﬁﬁnl
wmaﬂmmmuwmwm
became decidedly more focused in post-World War Two
German histariography. Many of the conservative, Neo-
members, survived the Nazi period with their academic
mmninmaﬁnmlnmmmhmmun
mamwm.wwmmmﬁhm
mﬁuhmmMyﬂmimm
Mp:nmplﬁnﬁdﬂfﬁﬂunﬂdnﬂu‘uudimtﬂr
“un-German”, a gigantic political “accident™ that cenainly
Hmﬂmgmduﬁmmﬂmmdmﬂﬂnﬂﬂnmqﬂrit
mhuﬁnd‘mﬂr.'ndﬂ:qusf'lluchmﬂnﬂ
Wilhelmine Germany. As Ritter explains:

h.!-]]ﬂu:innwmmuﬂﬂnzmdimﬂjmh
German history, appearing just as unexpeciedly
mduum:ﬁ:ﬂhtym[miﬂdid‘mlﬂlrm
bolshevism in Russia. .. ilisa mistake to claim that
Hitler's rise 1o power was “inevitable™... (B}

Inﬂmmmﬂﬁmﬂuu-ﬂ.mhnﬂhmhd
nwmﬂmpuwﬂumy'smmhmm&gmdm
puﬁﬁmmm“aqml"nudﬂpuwﬂ.ltduhmdﬂmnm's
hmraﬂuthclfmwmdwﬂhrﬂndeﬂﬂnmrni
mysignﬂ'mmuﬂ"hﬂixﬁwiuminﬂtmﬁﬂﬂ.
while preserving the veracity aof the “Sonderweg” theory.
Mlutlt.ﬂmndwmdw:r.lhc\ri:mn{wmﬂmﬂ
Gummrwhwghtmbwlaﬁlﬁﬂumhhm
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mmSMdWﬂWmlwmymm&hm
hjrdmni:illfdiﬂmmumwhmn.

Auhunghhtwﬂmﬂtmﬂﬂnmmﬁu
-pulnsiﬂﬂminﬂmhimw:fmm
Gmr'amrdwhYMMMWﬂﬂWmm
thu’smiymadﬁnhpnﬂwrnnwmmnhﬁm:
mhnlﬁmﬁmh!ﬂsﬁﬂnﬂm{ﬂ]ml?ﬂ
however, the West German rebeased a wealth
ﬁmﬂmmnmmmhwdma
previously classified information deals with government
pu&i:yhciﬁemdd:ringlluﬁnw War, This now
Mpﬂlfﬁiﬁﬂﬂampnumnﬂﬂmm
hisu:riﬂm,wﬁcululrﬁinﬁmh,hmmm&d
Whmm‘smﬁﬁpﬂiﬂnhﬂu
FhﬁWuMWH.Aﬂmﬁmeluﬂ.lwdlhmrnhm
historian named Ludwig Dehio published a book called:
Germary And Werld Politics In The Twentieth Ceniury.
This work was significant for its acceptance of German war
mﬂlmﬂhdqwm&mﬁeﬂﬂlimimﬂﬂn
mhmﬂiﬂlmmhm
Asseriss

But even though others may have different hopes
for the fature, the prerequisite for any really
creative German response afier the period of the
two Waorld Wars is the unconditional recognition
af the terrible role that we have played. We were
hﬂ.mﬂm:mnﬂmin.mﬂ'mmmh
Mgmmrmwmedul‘mingnﬁmﬁﬂuf
Ensope. (10)

Smghmmwﬂn“ntﬂﬁﬁﬁrl
reevaluation of Germany's past, and impressed with
mh'smnﬁmmmﬁmﬂumwpﬂ;m}ﬁh
mmmmmamﬁmu
mnmdpmmnmmhmu gain a
mmﬂmﬂmwmﬁm
Wuﬂw.nhmmnﬂupmmhdm
mmhmwmimﬂndﬂm}’sﬂm}anin
Waorld War, which was published in 1961. (12)

Mmhwmhfﬂmﬁ
m(la}ﬁimmem

For German historians the pre-Hitler er was 2
puhdmmhnmumdnﬁimm.nﬂm
seemed no cause 1o reopen the debate. The soft
ﬂhwmwhthsﬂﬂiuﬂmdwﬂiw
Germans had hoped io slecp was rudely removed
from under their heads. (14}
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for world power. (15) Second, Fischer stunncd the
mﬂwﬂmmﬂiﬂmtmmmﬂ
his hook served as, *..a contribution 10 the problem of
continuity mﬂemmﬁmﬁﬂnﬁmﬁmmﬂtsm
Warld War." (16)
msmw':m.ﬁmmmmmmmuf
h-npnia]imdidnumdmlﬂu.hnmﬂn":ﬁ:m“in
Gmy‘sgthmiﬂpmﬂmmagipnﬁc
“biuhm:pﬁ"mdmuimhdhﬂmpuiﬂﬁdmmr. (17T}
The “September Program™ (18) of 1914, which carefully
mﬂh‘lﬂdlﬁsgﬂnﬁuﬂmm,isnfmﬂﬂirnmmfu
Fiacher, as is the political program of its author, German
Chancellor Theobald von Bethmann Hollweg. But in an
hwuldmﬂu:ﬁmﬂtﬂwnmnmﬂnﬁsm
foreign palicy, Fischer examines the impact of powerful

political pressure of his Gme.

With utbﬁmﬁ:nflmﬂmghhmwhd;:n[mcmwly
MWIW.MMM
imperialistic ambitions of the German govemment, formed
Fhrlﬂjhyﬂupuﬁ:imdﬂﬂhm]ﬂlwqg.mm
July crisis intely preceding the outbreak of the First
Waorld War to the very end al Versailles. Throughout,
ﬁmmmmﬂs@mhhmm“mm
mmqlnhﬁ:mduminmd“hﬁmlmm"mhﬂn

luﬁs:hﬂ'.ﬁn*nmnrdidmtha;hmmﬂy“ﬁll'i:munﬁ‘uﬂ
Waorld War. Instead, it was driven into the conflict
mi;in!ﬂ:.rbynﬂlumﬂnﬂﬂlluq‘spdﬁllmﬁﬁms
umnyinnmwmummmmmm
industrialisis) zmmw.anumﬂmmnm's
mwmmmmdm
Hindenberg and Ludendorff and the military high command
(the OHL) (20) in an atiempt to achieve final German
vhnyﬂﬂmngnﬁmuadunhﬂanﬂpmm

In Fischer's explanation of Germany's defeat, the
Mdmmuﬁy{mdnpmiﬁlhfdmmum
World Wars becomes quite clear. Fischer concenirales on
the widespread belicf in the “stab in the back™ (21) theory as
the prime agent that the idea of German
mﬂmdﬂhdﬂhﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁmﬂ‘w;ﬂn
ﬂmmﬂﬂm&&nﬁmw"mym*nhthmmﬂ
Germans from accepting the fact that Germany pursoed war
:huwhkhﬂmﬁﬂd.mldhmmmm
dum.nnpmh!mdpuwmi:ﬂ}ﬁﬂﬁmﬂmw
stating that:

Amw.inmmmdimpmmm
humiliation imposed, as the nation felt it, by
Vessailles the two illusions of the stab in the back
uﬂﬂupm:hrfﬂmﬁmnﬂmﬂmdlmhg
score of resentment against the order of 1919 and a
faith that Germany would again rise 10 the rank of
a world power. (23)

Tt was evident that Fritz Fischer had shaken German
mmmymmmwmmm
quickly drawn and in a relatively short period of ume,
hisiorians both for and against Fischer's startling thesis
mmmu{mmawm
dmdummwwﬂﬂmﬁm
uﬂimﬂﬂmmhuﬁtﬁﬂnmmm
maﬁmmmmhmﬂmwcmmm
Germany.

With his article, * A New War Guilt Thesis?" (24),
Gﬁlﬂﬂiﬂmmﬂdﬂhmmﬂmﬂnnmmgm
of Fischer's work. Ritter atacked Fischer on all fronts,
mﬂ;mamhﬁmhgwmm
Gmfsﬂnhhpu—whhﬂnfwmm:hm
::mumam:dummdﬁsdwubdn;wu
historical fact. (25) Ritter went even further and enlisted the
mummﬂmmmm
Karl Dietrich Erdmann. Together on 17 January, 1964,
hummhmummhmMammm
ﬂmﬂmﬁ&mhﬁﬂﬂ.mﬁmh&nbmm
ﬁmrﬂ‘supmmhgh:ummhumllnﬂmslumm
Wd“ﬂ&mhﬁm’{iﬁ}mﬂiﬂmm
was denied permission (the official reason was lack of
ﬁnﬂu}mﬁlmmmﬂuumhmmm
Amesica canght wind of the situation and filed a formal
mmmmmmmmm,m
was welcomed at various American universitics with this
soniler ootk

What Germany did or didn"t do in 1914 is history
and not of immediate concemn 1o us; but if the
Germans in 1964 shun an open discussion of these
questions, this is highly political and of great
concern ko us. (27)

To be sure, there have also boen many scholars who
strongly support Germany' s Aims and have come 1o
Fischer's defense, John Moses believes Fischer “...smashed
lhuadpumnnmmhm:mmﬂudﬁ:ﬂstdﬂnm
academic historiography...” (28) and fiorced a critical
reassessment of the historian's task. Konrad Jarausch
blasted Fischer's conservative critics by describing them as
“Emotionally incapable of admitting German guilt and
methodologically mired in Neo-Rankeanism... . "(29)
mmmwwmmmhh
evident that Fischer's revisionist interpretations in
Germany's Aims had a truly profound impact.

mwm[wmmlmmmmu

i themes established in Germany’s Aims, Fritz
Fischer ressarched and completed a second work in 1969,
uﬁﬂﬂd“’wﬂﬂ"mﬂﬁﬂuﬁﬂ}mmmw
pﬂmﬁﬂmwhthmmﬂﬁumhim
puﬁ:ipﬂiﬂninlhuﬁrl\\'cﬂd‘ﬁ’w.mddhcmm
wwmnm'spﬂmmm&
Wilhelmine Germany direcily befiore the war.



A vigomous ransition 1o an imperialistic palicy will
gimﬁmmju:mitnmds...ﬁn
unsuccessful war can do no more than sel
ﬁnnﬂnrbﬂi.llﬁmghfnmhngthmtﬁnmﬂ
it can ri:sn-n:.r.hsv'u:u:tEnglmdwiﬂlnlawhih
be rid of an awkward competitor; Germany will
mmwhm.mmﬂmﬁu

Fﬁuﬁmmmmmmhm&m.
German newspaper dated 17 May, 1913, {32) This attitade
is the basis for Fischer's assertion that in the years
p-amdiusmemwwwmﬁmnmmnﬁmﬁrﬂ:
inevitable conflict between Exropean powers was based on
the “illusions™ of German might and the almost nearotic
desire 1o secure a permanent position for German power on
the world stage. This book clearly conveys Fischer's
mwﬂistm:minaﬁmnﬂh:pmmﬂdhﬂmuﬂ
domestic pressures on German foreign policy and
mmuhlmmlhnmnlunﬁuwﬂﬂ“'m
the German govermment was quile prepared (o use an
international conflict to vault the nation to its “rightful
place” as a Weltmachi.
The “War Council” of 8 December, 1912 (33), isan
picce of evidence in Fischer's indictment of the
militarism that characterized Wilhelmine Genman policy
and indicates a continuity with the political attitudes of the
Bismarck era. This meeting between Wilhelm 11 and five of
his closet cahinet officials (including the army Chief of
Saff - Helmut von Moltke, and the Secretary of State for
mmw-ﬂmﬂmhﬂmdmwymﬁmdd
mmﬁnlﬂimmmf‘idiﬂwmwwh
the near future. To von Moltke's dismay, Tirpitz requested a
brief waiting period to fully prepare the German navy, but
in the end, all present agreed on the necessily fior urgent war
that would allow Germany 10 “defend” itsclf
whmlhnﬁnu:amﬂsmhﬂlknpﬂh.“lhﬁ:ﬁ:w
uhmunm:hk:mﬂihﬂmwrlhehﬁm.“ﬁﬂm
discussion concluded, however, that all elements of the
Gummwﬂicmldhwnbnmumlljpﬂnml for the
war if German aims were 1o have any hope for success. In
this assertion, Fischer sees the crucial importance of
domestic influence on official policy.
Hﬂmmﬂﬁ:pmnihmic"pﬂuﬂim'
mummdlistmtmddammuﬁndmﬂﬁi}
1o the close relationship between German industry and
;mumm.lndﬂ:dm.ﬁmh:pciﬂlmﬂﬂ:

The close contacts which existed between the
nm;rmdumpnliﬁr;‘mu.mmmimmﬂ
and commercial leadership and the government
made the fear that Germany would not be allowed
to expand universally accepted. The government
was now under increasingly strong pressure from
various interested groups. (36)

H’ﬂq’!ﬂuﬁamwummhmlﬂfmuimdw
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Fischer's conlemporarics as Germany's Aims had been.
That it received a smaller, more positive array of views and
assessments was duc in large part to the fact that the
“homb™ had already been dropped in 1961, To a large
extent, many other German historions were much mone
pnpuﬂwmduiﬂ:admmi:rlnﬁummmw
from Bismarck to the First World War than the
sunthinksble™ continuity that Fischer suggested in
Gmuny'smu.}hwtw,hlm1ﬁimﬁmpnhﬁmd
a wark that fused ideas taken from War of IHusions and
Ea-nmf:ﬁmrwiﬂ:mwimiglumrﬁnsﬁmm
history from 1871-1945.

The full title itself, From Kaiserreich to Third Reich:
Elements q’ﬂanmmmﬂemmﬂ'm.lﬂ?l-lm.ﬂﬁ
indicates Fischer's belief that certain common
characteristics existed within German history during this
pﬂiﬂﬂ.lnhjsimmdmﬂmmh:l?.ngﬁm ranslation, Roger
Fletcher gives an excellent appraisal of the essence of Fritz
Fischer's thesis. Flescher points out that, for Fischer, the
basic continuity in German history from 1871-1945 “was
pmldudhylh:mimhighﬁnmﬂhm'whﬂh
times of crisis, “resorted to domestic repression and cxternal
W“ﬂﬂjmmﬂywmuﬁmm
analyzing its impact on Germany's changing political
fortunes during this period. Most interesting is the final
clﬂptﬂ.”rmilinnwnmm.'inwi:hﬁﬂﬂ'
demonstrates that the industrialfagriculral power elites did
not menely survive the First World Wer and the Depression
during the Weimar period, but retained sufficient power 10
plngradunimtmhinmﬂu‘nimﬂm.{?-ﬂ

Although Fischer does point out several critical factors
{‘mﬂ:wﬁmmdmﬁwmﬂmaﬂm
Holocaust) that were unigque to the Third Reich, he
concludes that:

.. however singular the criminal and inhoman
features of the Hitler dictaorship may have been,
it would be an inadmissible truncation of historcal
reality 1o contemplate the ‘Third Reich™
exclusively from such a vantage point. What is no
less necessary is analysis of the on-going
stroctures and enduring aims of the Prosso-
German Empire bom in 1866-71 and destroyed in
1945... (40)

Wiith all thres of his major works, Fritz Fischer has
altered the course of German historiography. He
is credited with replacing the historicising Rankean question
“"Wiees ﬁgﬂlhhg:nm?‘ﬂiﬂwhmuﬂrmm
"Wic 5 dizu kommen konnteT” (how was it possible for it
1o come sbout). (41) For Fischer, the historian’s task is io

mithod. (42) It was with these “‘tools™ of historical
wmmwmm
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mmhhhyinlmmdiﬂ,reﬂsiﬁniﬂm
m;wwmudhfhismlmmmimlmr
thase in Germany's Aims) was a powerful indlication that
Fischer had challenged the basic framework
mw\fﬂmﬂmﬂmtmﬂtﬁnﬂwkﬂmym
Mdﬂlynﬁuwhdmwﬂﬁuﬂummnuww!m
carcers and academic integrity had been tied to the very
evenis which Fischer called into question.

Fritz Fischer's bold revisionism opencd up many new
possibilities for those who followed in his path. Many

students of the *Fischer School,” {43) most notably Imanuel

ﬂdm.hmcpﬂndﬁm':ﬂmmm.dﬂ:hpm
m.mmmﬁmmmﬂfﬁnﬂmr'apﬂ.
Fritz Fischer's work is irreplacable as much becanse of its

mhwﬁhisrmdmhgmfﬂﬂmﬁndhhidnmmﬂ:
minds of a new gencration of historians. As a historian and
nﬁﬂlﬁdﬁﬂ?ﬁtﬁﬂﬂhﬁ&hﬂﬂﬁmmﬁﬂ
uuwﬁmﬁunmnﬂnmmuplﬂtqunﬁmﬂhwwh
happenT”

Fischer's work is an eloquent declaration that the
historian's highest loyalty should not lic in an
irrational dedication to patriotic sentiment but
rather o humanity as a whole, a lesson which
could be profitably taken 1o heart by many wrilers
and teachers of history today, not all of whom by
wmﬁmh%ﬁuﬂm{ﬂj
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The 1969 CBS Walkout: The Means Justified the End
by

Malykkes Bacon

On Thursday, December 5, 1968, two Black students from
Muﬁmhﬂnimﬁwummmmnmﬂt
Wittenberg campus 1o pick up their dates for the evening. A
mddnﬂ,mmhmﬂutdtymhmnuiﬁdﬂt
hnmmﬂhn.“mnwhhhm:tdtﬂuﬁmhuﬂ.
Inldﬂlnmﬁdﬂﬂm:ﬂﬂmlmpmmﬁtfuMAﬂHl
verbal exchange with the strangers, the officers called the
ﬁwmu.wmmmmuumm,mm
ﬂmquminmﬂﬂlh:k‘ﬂﬁlﬂhugﬂﬂﬂﬂvﬂnwm
mhgunlmmp:phnmhﬂmlhmhﬁmmﬂt
officers wene 10ld that that particular student had been
Mhmm@mmﬁmmmm
mmmmwmmmm
guminumumu:hnwm.puﬁnpsbmmpulhaﬂim!
often deal with people who profess innocence, the
Wmmsmﬂmﬂmtmhpﬂimhﬂhmwu
ﬂumumhmmeuﬂu:mM
wmnmuﬂtmﬂm.ﬂ]wﬂmmm;aﬂk
aﬂﬂmmmmm:kumvurmmwﬂim
wummmﬂu.umdmﬂ.mmﬂﬂh
mmwswmu
forced to change the way the university had previously been

Furthermore, the results of the amest of Ronald
Woods would bring the concems of the Black students al
Wittenberg, into the spollight for a very dramatic two
months.

#uhhmnfuﬂ::mmsmdmm
ﬁl—hﬂbpﬂﬂ“’uﬂﬂ'mﬂtﬂ-ﬁﬁmtﬂdh
Eventually, the charges against Woods and the Antioch
students were dropped at the request of the umiversity.
Haowever, the sit-ins and the incident as 2 whole made the
Black students more aware of the racist conditions that
exisied at the university, They felt compelled 1o make
dmgummmwpﬁichm“mmtmnﬁmﬂﬁs
cmpuﬂhgfmhdﬂmmﬂmmuu:mumd
demands which they felt would remove these discriminatory
p:diriﬁ.muinnmﬁmuﬂsmmndnantm

1) that Wittenberg issue a statement deploring
racism on campus and vowing not 1o tolernte such
m:hun:'l}lhatll'nhvdumq[ﬂhnkm

be raised to 12 percent of the student body, with
mpumudﬂmmhgﬁmunhndmnﬁ
under financial aid from Witenberg: 3) a similar
Izpunmlmmdmi:k[hmltymmmm:ﬂm
increase in Black managerial, clerical, and

gtaff members; 5) a Black counselor,
) more Black oriented courses in every
depariment; 7) holidays on Martin Luther King's
assassination date and Malcolm X's birthday,
8) Black cheerleaders; 9) scparte Black facilities
fior meetings, socializing, and lcaming;
lﬂjhmﬂﬂndm#mﬂuﬂsﬂmd&ﬁ
all-Black student bodies; 11) immediate
acceptance of two Black students who have
applied for entry; 12) allow student contributions
wward Upward Bound scholarship aid; 13)a
recrulter for Black students. (Z)

The black stodents referred to themselves as the Concemed
Black Stwdents (CBS) and signed the letter containing the

mmnnﬂ.ﬂﬂﬁnﬂduumlﬂﬂumhﬂﬂﬁm

met the demands by January 13, 1969, the students would

leave the campus.

At the time, the univessity was in the midst of a search
inumpmddnn.Tnumwuil:rﬂnm.:mmma
nmhﬂmufﬂmhﬂ.ﬁﬁﬂt.ﬁﬂnﬂum
chairman, Vice President Reck, and Vice-President/

deal with the ramifications of the CBS demands while the
smdent body enjoyed its vacation. In a memo to directors,
pumus.nhm:i.puu:.&hﬂs,mdnmtmdﬂr.
mummﬁy,dnﬂﬂmhﬂﬂ.lgﬁﬂ.m:
administrative commitiee stated:

While some of the steps requested by Concemed
Black Stodents may at first appear impossible of
achievement, at least within the time stipulated,
they should — and we are sure they will —
receive full consideration with a view towand
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dn'mglsmmhmpnsﬁm:asmaspmﬂﬂn.ﬁ}

However, in an article in the Terch, smdent Doug
Pinkerton reporied, “Dr. Reck and Dr. Pfinster both...
litthe hope that any of the demands could actually

be met by the CBS-set deadline of January 13, 1969." (4)

mmﬁmmmmﬂmﬂm
tﬂ:ksl'nnﬂhfmminnmmhd'lh demands g5
pm‘hh.mnmnhu*lllgﬁ&h{anﬁd}ﬂi.lnlhc
ﬂimmrnfpuwnrl.imndnmmuduInmﬂn
ﬂninhmlwmmiummﬁnznunt?uﬂh:
dnmmmﬂmmmiﬂ'ﬂ."_mnrmnhﬂ 10,
l?ﬁﬁ.,ﬂwm“nhlymruﬂm“nﬂdmﬁ:
pmﬂ.ﬁ#mﬂﬂmﬁ}."msmmmm
Wmmmm:mwwm
ap‘mﬁmuﬂmﬁ;ﬂuﬂuﬂmmﬂmmﬂwum
Round scholarship, which carlier had been staried by the
wmﬂmmhﬁﬁ&nhdﬂfﬁmﬂmﬁ!ﬂ
backgrounds. (5)

The first demand, the Wittenberg-issued statcment
mm.mﬂmmfmh.Emh
administrative commitiee, As white men, they appear 1o
h:[ﬂnufﬂ:ﬂ‘ﬁumhﬂgmmmmmﬂtjrbdhﬁd
mimmnmmﬂymmﬂmhmmmmm
pwhuhpu:ﬁmh'mmuﬂhcmnﬂlh

m?mﬂhigmmmuﬁﬁumﬂm illusiraies nol
mlrr-huf.hnlm;imaahmﬂﬂrmiy,lnmtu
really did not seem 10 understand how racism could, and
did, exist a1 Wittenberg. Even though this naive sincerity
scemed genuing throughout the entire resolution process,
uwmﬂmrﬂu
mﬁn.ﬁmmmmmﬂsnﬂm
Thymyhutuuunmmhmm
mean a drastic change in the day-to-day activities of the
umiversity.

unm.:myu.lm.mm-mu:
dﬂﬂhﬂfuﬂnmﬂﬁmdﬂudmmfmaﬁnﬂm
numptmﬂ:huwmbnm the administrative
mmmmmmmnmm
mﬁaﬂd.withmmlnhum.hmkmhaﬁm&aﬂnm
Smdnum.whmunjpﬂudhmmmdhﬂdudn
mmmmmmumumh
Tﬁwmmmmmumm

hnymum:irmcm.{ajﬁmm,nﬂ,wﬂm
m;mmmmmmm
ump.ﬂmdimmﬂammplm
mymunkﬂn'mﬂmaﬂwumuTmhfmmawm
nmd."lfd:d:mnﬂnfﬂtm‘mmwmu
committee, the quality of education now offered at
wmmhuzmuhhr.uﬂmpﬂd-rmnﬂhm:iﬂnqmlhy.
Mtnnlfurﬂpmﬁu'm""{hnmmmh:rmd.“ﬁ
mumpﬁrm&hﬁmmﬂaﬂmm

i arative Committes on the demands of the CBS, you
ummmmﬂﬂum."mmmmmmm.
mmﬂmnﬂ."“ﬁmhmwmﬂh
illnml.immﬂl.mdmwi:,mﬂshwuhdmiudm
mlddj.“{ll}}lnm@uﬂ:mmknn&mhkmm
another Torch by Wittenberg student, Lois Schrag,
responded:

The letter from the aforementioned unknown
parent suggested we might adopt an Amencan
Lngimammmgm‘hmﬂum}kru
Leave Her.' I suggest...we adopt...' America
(Witenberglk: Fix It or Forget IL" ..we should
commend the CBS for the mature manner in
which they have met the unsatisfactory answers 10
their demands. (11)

How did other people react 1o the CBS demands? Ina
mymﬂwmmmmmm-
mmdwmmwmmpﬂm
n[Wuuﬂ:argﬁmﬂmiﬂMhmhadeﬂmu
should be increased. (12) Overall, those closest 1o
wmmm:mwm.wmmMmm
concern for the plight of the Blacks a1 Wittenberg, probably
because Wittenberg students and faculty had personal
Mmunmmmm
M@wa:mmruﬂmhm
Black students.

The Black students retumned o the campus on
Smm.hmlﬂrlm.ﬂ!]m‘rnnwmﬂm
the editors of the Torch released an extra edition to make
mmmmmmmmm
not all of the demands had been met, one action of the
committee proved to be key in persuading the students”
return: the adminkstrative committes invited the Civil Rights
ﬂﬁnﬁﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂﬁiﬂhﬁ.ﬁﬁ%nﬂﬂu&l
(HEW) 1o evaluate Wittenberg's civil rights position.

A press release issued Jangary 19, 1969, by Tracy H.
mwmm'smmwﬂmiﬁw,mﬁmdmut
mwmmmmmmm
Inmspnmﬂ:ﬂufﬂﬁdmmdfwnhnmhﬂu
m&ﬂmmhmdmpamdum
huﬂywiﬂlhnﬂnﬂtmpﬁhd.ﬂmiuﬂtrmwmm
ﬂmﬂnmimhym:hﬁ:ﬂ!ﬂs“nwmldmmm
::;lndlhnmhﬁnrmﬁ\mmmum



academically prepared who need financial and supplemental
seeistance, In addition, they suggested that a Black person
advise the Black students and assist in the recraitment of
Black studenis and that one of the then-present admissions
staff members concentrate on this recruiting of Blacks. The
faculty also encouraged the admissions staff to make more
visits 1o integrated high schools in large, mid-westem cities,
the East, and the Deep South and also encouraged mare
mu:mmajujmhrcmhmmmmm
students. A policy of waiving the $15 application fee for
disadvantaged students was also suggested. (14)
lummnuu:dumdmpdingﬂ:niuucmul

recommended that department chairpersons contact
mwmmmmm
among graduate students or the curment stafl. The commitiee
WWMMMMMW
have had excellent undergraduate academic reconds and
whio had the potential o be effective teachers. They also
mnmdmmmmemhﬁummmmd
r.uﬂunmhuwnm?ﬁmhﬂnmuhymtﬁsmdmﬂ
faculty at other institutions. (15)

How were the other demands of CBS met? In response
4o the seventh demand, the press release stated that the
university administration would not officially close the
mhnﬂmmmmﬂtmimﬂludhhﬁnlmhu
wsmum:ﬁmmﬂn
university officials did not recognize the birth or death of
mynﬂntﬂuﬂmwﬂﬂsh&dﬂnﬁ&lﬂm:m.
(16) It is interesting 40 note that the administration
mﬁzﬂdxmmmmuuwd"nmimﬂw
nﬁﬁmhﬁn&'mmﬁnmﬂuﬂﬂﬁ:m
Black facilities for meetings, socializing, and leaming,
sindents also conceived the idea of a Black Culture House,
providing that the facility be available to all Wittenberg
stndents and be treated s an extension of the Stodent
Union. (17)

With these demands addressed, the impending study

ﬁmharmﬂynm:mhhgm;umud.dn
Black students fill that their demands had been met, and
they retumed to the campus.
Even afier the students returned 1o campus, the
.Wwwmmmmm.
For example, a memo from Dean A0, Pfinsier 1o Dr.
}hinheﬂﬁbd]mriﬂ.lﬂﬁlﬂﬂddltauﬂ
counselor-advisor, Miss Mabel Jackson [now Dr. Jackson],
:m[mﬂm.hadhmwﬁnnd.nh‘ﬁim
Barmdmmbyhmhﬂmutnhﬁmﬁmmmimmm
CBS. Miss Jackson's appointment would be temporary
pending a larger search for someone who could devole more
time to the position and all that it would entail. (18)
Within two months afier the walkout, the Civil Rights
mummmmmmnm
their study of the Wittenberg campus:
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1) that the university should make its equal
oppartunity policy available to prospective
students, students, and the general public; 2) that
the university should be careful that it abide to its
policy of assigning rooms without regard to race,
color, o national origing 3) that all off-campuos
housing be available without regard 1o race, color,
or national origing 4) that the university ensure that
student organizations do not discriminate on the
basis of race, color, or national origin; 5) that the
univessity create a Homan Relations Coancil 10
investigate allegations of discrimination, (19)

The actual demands and the walk-put process were
very effective. The Black sdents were arganized in their
actions, and this showed their deep concem. They
specifically laid out their demands and gave the university &
deadline, This gave a sense of immediacy to their straggle
and required the university's attention. Their form of protest
was also peaceful; this showed the maturity of the students
and the respect which they had for their colleagues and
educators. For these reasons, the CBS walk-out was a
SNHCCESS,

All of the Concemned Black Students” demands had not
been met, but they did capture the atiention of the
community, if only for a brief two months. The effects,
however, of those very dramatic two months have been
long-lasting. Today, the Concemned Black Students build on
the foundations laid by the past members in trying 1o
conquer racism and 1o promote a true sense of community
al Wittenberg.

EFILOGUE

The January 31, 1974, edition of the Torch included a full-
mu&huﬂﬂ"lmmmimuﬁmﬁu
response.” The article outlined how the university had
responded to the demands in the five years that had passed
since the walkoul. A siatement was issued deploring racism.
The number of Black students enrolled at Wittenberg
wotaled 144 in the 1973-1974 academic year, a5 opposed 0
45 in the 1968-1969 academic year, with 126 receiving
some sort of financial aid Black faculty had been added
where appropriate, but the number of faculty totaled 138,
which was down from 155 in the 1968-69 school year. The
number of Black, full-time faculty had risen from two in
1963-69 to three. Although non-academic employment had
heen redoced from 34% since 1968-69, minority positions
had risen from 16.5% in 1968-69 10 21.4% in 1974. The
pﬁﬁmdﬂh&mﬁuwnﬁﬂhhﬂﬂwd
1969, and Mirs. Margaret Coleman filled the position in the
fall of the same year. In 1969, Black stodents only
m:gﬂmddmmﬂﬂmgﬁmlﬁnﬂhinpnium
by 1974, that number had wipled. The demand for holidays
1o commemarate the birth of Malcolm X and the
assassination of Martin Luther King, Jr. was later rescinded.
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The 1968-69 Mtsﬂwumdamwpﬂﬁnrnm
:hmﬁdulm”mﬂh:tw!hﬂnlm
foothall squad becanse no Black stodents tried out, and
m“u.mynmmmulw}nmmn
squad, but she was denied. Prior 1o this article’s press time
hlﬂ-ﬂ,w,nhcnhndm:q:mhdmmh
squad. The Black Culture House was established in the
mmﬂlﬁﬂmwm“mumﬁmﬂw
suﬂmtﬂmﬂ.nmnfalxkufiqumpu.ﬂu

bodics was tabled pending increased student interest. The
mmuwMMmﬂMnﬂmﬂ
ﬂﬂhﬂ@plhiﬁrad:ﬂsﬁmwmﬂwdh 1969 when
hmhmﬂmhmﬂﬂndﬂﬁmppﬁ:ﬂuumunwﬁ
Bumdsdmluﬂipfmdmmmudﬂn\ﬁuuﬁug
Community Seholarship fand. Since 1968, 20% of financial
aid moncys have been earmarked for Black students. (20)
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Education in Occupied Japan

by Laura Sponseller

mlnpmmﬂnmmﬁnhdhusmhnmmli
1945, it was & country in shreds. Cities and indusirics had
been bombed to rubble. The Japanese people were
Wmm.mwmmﬁm
mﬁwimrqhmﬂuumdpummmmﬂrphu
Mwﬁhmmmmm.wmmm
mmmw.mm symbol of
mﬂmmummﬁw@mmmﬂ
hﬂmw.hﬂzmdmw,uﬂ
mwmmmumnmmmmmmu
shattered Japan,

mlqunnmnmmﬁmﬁlmwmﬁm:m&m
the rest of the social and political structure in Japan: it was
inmﬂwmu[whﬂhmmmnﬁmm
ﬂndﬁlm.ahaﬂfniﬂhlmlﬂlﬂﬂﬂ‘msﬁlﬂm&nf
hﬂﬂhgﬁ:ﬂmﬂﬂ{l}ﬂ#ﬂﬂd&mhnﬁm

The chjectives of the Occupation were
Dhﬁmdﬂmbﬂﬂnammmﬁmajmwmﬂdphrm
Wﬂmhmmmmmﬂuﬂa
hﬂmdﬂuunmﬁm.munmummﬁgﬂﬂy
mﬂmrﬁmmlwmﬁn}hmmlﬁwﬁmn
mman&ﬂmuﬁﬂumﬂ'wmw
lﬂm‘s,ﬂnui;hﬂuikaMu[mllfmtdmﬂim

from most schools.™ (2) Many of the

Mﬂmmwmmmﬁm
dﬂnﬂhﬂ.hﬂﬂtmﬂuﬂyﬁgﬁmﬂmﬂaﬁnm
&mﬂﬂuﬂqmwdﬁmﬂhmﬁm

mmﬂmmhmmlw
Mmmbummmc:mﬁmﬁnnnﬂﬁ
mmwmammmmﬂmmlm

{4} The goal was to do away with elements that had allowed
Japan 10 be & militaristic machine and 1o introduce elements
that would encournge democTacy.

Karpo Kawai wrote that “the general assumption,
mlmmmnmmimﬁgm.hmu
prewar system of education in Japan had been & nolorious
instrament for propagating a reactionary and
ultranationalistic point of view and that a revolutionary
reform of the education system was necessary before
mmmmmrmmm
Jmm'squmﬂmﬁm?hﬂhfmmmﬁmﬂ
the recent history of Japanese education will facilitaie an
understanding of the situation faced by the American
Occupiers as they arrived in Japan.

InlheTuimg.nwnpu'ind{lﬁﬂ}mﬁT}.Emlminn‘un
was the focal point of studies, but its influence was in
dulh:byﬂmmdn[ﬂ:nd#wﬂmun.{ﬁ}huﬂnn
influences in Japan increased, it became evident that
mem.mummﬁnh
mmmmﬁdumﬁmm
was seen as a key tool for the westernization and
modernization of the country, and the system that was
established remained essentially the same until the end of
the Pacific War in 1945, The Imperial Ministry of
Education was founded in 1871, and a Fundamental Code
of Education was issoed in 1872, for the first time in
Iq:mﬁﬂﬂ?uﬂhh;lwﬂmﬁ\tmm
nmmm;ulwmthﬁﬂi:nu”lpmm
the education of the citizenry, and an important ideal was
“schoals for the whole citizenry.” (8) A system of six years
a[:m:pulm?ﬂ.uﬂmwuhmdﬁ:huhghhlﬂ

mnﬁﬂwmmmm
MMMummeﬁpﬂ
nndﬂ:eamulﬁnmﬂrdmhpadumeﬂmﬁmﬂ
wwmmm&mmWMut
this was that “the aims and functions of education wer
defined in terms of imperatives of the new state.” (10) This
meant that from the very beginning, modem Japanese
education izeed “the subordination of the individual
mhm‘[ll}ﬂﬁmuﬂnﬂmmm
mﬁmhlﬂﬁjimﬂhmﬂtmﬂﬂ'wmdw-
nmmﬂmﬂmmummm
iﬂiridmlpumnalitfhumﬂumpuﬂulmﬁﬂmﬂ
of the stae, (12)
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1t was during the Meiji restoration that shushin, of
“moral cultivation,” was first introduced. Teachers were
ﬁmhdmmahmuﬂﬂuﬁmpimqummun
national character of Japan by combining westem
knowledge and techniques with Oriental morality.” (13)
The Imperial Rescript on Education, proclaimed in 1890,
puvhhdmnﬂinhlﬂmnﬂumhuwbmmmm
education, (14)

The hasic educational system established by the Meiji
Restoration remained until 1945, The educational themes of
individual subordination 10 the state and moral education s
decreed by the state facilitated the development of the
wialitarian ultranationalism which chasacterized Japan & il
ﬂi;pnddnmumﬂiwisﬁudqnmwdlhadmmﬁmuf
World War I1. The guiding principle of the wartime
education system was the trinity of “Shintoism,

and education.” (15) In 1937, the Ministry of
Education published Kekutai no Hongi, “the Cardinal
Principles of the National Entity,” outlining the ideology of
religious nationalism. (16) Ultranationalism was
promulgated through the calt of state Shinto, which
included unswerving worship of the emperor. Primary
schoals were renamed “national schools™ and provided
“basic training of the people in conformity with the moral
principles of the Japanese Empire.” (17) Of course,
education in Japan grew Jess and less effective as the war
progressed, with disnuptions increasing exponentially as war
tore the country apart. By 1945, the educational system had
basically ceased to function.

In the first days after surrender, before American
education had even had time to arrive on
Japanese soil, the Japanese Ministry of Education szized the
initiative in beginning educational refonm. Without orders
from American personncl, it cancelled all orders and
directives which had been issued to foster militarism and
ultranationalism. (18) For example, military officers
unirained in education had been assigned to teach in the
schools during the war, thus providing a link between
education and the military. Five days before General
Dmglﬂmrﬂllrﬂﬁvpdhlmhﬂnﬁmrulﬁdmaﬁm
Order #20 purged these officers. (19)

The arrival of the Occupation Forces marked the

i dammmmdﬂmlmmﬁm
mm-:uﬂmalrﬂmmnmﬂhmmﬁm
mmwﬁﬁmﬂ“ﬂﬁmhbﬁuﬁw,‘mﬂ
ummmdlhcpuhdﬁmsmbnlﬂi 1o March
1946, (20) During this first stage of reform, efforts were
primarily directed st purging the system of undesirable
clements and formulating make-shift plans for the school
ymﬂnmdmhﬁnmmﬂﬂlm.ﬂllﬁm
policies during this stage were under the suspices of the
mmmriﬂpaﬁﬁaﬂy.mﬁdumhmwmm
by the Education Division, which was part of the Civil
Information and Education Section, one of several sections
within the General Headguarters of the Supreme Command
for the Allied Powers. (22) The Education Division was

composed of educators who were either serving in or hired
by the military and who were without extensive Japancse
experience (23)

Four impaortant Dircctives were issued during this first
stage of reform. SCAP issued a Basic Directive of
Education on Oct. 22, 1945, ondering the Japanese
pmmmummmﬂn
ideological basis for the entire educational reform program.
Elements in education that contributed 10 militarism and
ultranationalism wene to be abolished, whils clements
conducive 1o education in a democratic society were 1o be
those aims were t0 be utilized. The system was 1o be
decentralized, breaking up the concentrution of power held
wmnﬁﬁmdmmm:mmm
initiated a program for screening personnel, abolished staie
Shinto in education, and suspended all courses in
mf.lwlﬁm.mmmﬂm{lﬂm
suspension of these courses was due i the necessity of
using wartime texibocks, with objectionable material
deleted, until new texts could be manufactured. The
Americans felt that there was so much prohibited material
mwm,m.m:mmmmmm
minuscule amounts of text that remained wene unussble. (26)

The second stage of Occupation reform, from March of
1946 to April of 1952, was characterized by constructive
measures, with an overall tone of guidance and assistance.
ﬂnmhmhﬂnﬂmmww:ﬁvmm
wummmmmmmmm
Mission wes a group of nationally known civilian American
education leaders who spent the month of March 1946 in
Jmnmmwﬂmmmﬁm
and other Occupation agencics. (28) Basically, the
Education Mission sought an ideal system that emphasized
decentralization of educational control and the development
dhﬁvﬂdmﬁ.fﬂmm'ﬂmﬂhmﬁdﬂ;ﬂn
mmmmmﬂlmdm
wmmmmn{mmmm
and the education of teachers, adult education, and higher
education, (30)

An imponant component of reforms of this period was
the idea of ion of education. As Article 3 of the
Fundamental Law of Education (1947) stated, “the people
shall all be given equal opportunities of receiving
education...” (31) This was in direct contrast with the dual
structure of the prewar sysiem of education, which used
rigid tracking to separate elite and mass education. (32)
With the introdoction of democratic ideals afier World War
11 came the adoption of a “single track,” as opposed o the
hinaainghmk.lhcpnp.ﬂuizﬂinnfMWﬂm
achieved throagh the raising of the age at which students
were permitied 10 leave school, the emphasis on equal co-
education, and adult education programs. (34)

Education changed dramatically in the last half of the
1940°s due to five education laws enacted as a result of the



US. Education Mission's recommendations. The
mmmmmmm
mm&mwmmmﬂﬂ
School Board Law, which imposed an unfamiliar pattem of
decentralization on the Japanese system with the
mﬁmmun[mﬂﬂly:lmuﬂlmalmtmlhmdL{Sﬂ

Tnmwﬁ:.:;hﬂnnuh:&m:mﬂuﬂhmﬂm
Edumﬁmhﬁsﬁnn‘smmﬂﬂmmmmmm
of education was rearganized, with a move 1o a single track,
E&H:ﬂmmﬂﬂhmm&mpm
education 10 nine ycars. {36) The numbser of universitics
mﬂmﬂyimﬂd.wﬁhayﬂumptmism
MWMM.{EMMMW
n&nﬂmﬂlmdmmmmmmwﬁmﬁmsnf
myummg[mmmmdmmnmﬁw
individual was through introduction of &
nuu:hmmmngimmukmir&ﬁwwhnmht
hﬂnm,ghymnmnmliﬂﬂmwﬂﬁﬂdﬁmﬂu
nmﬁmﬁmmmﬂmﬂﬂmcmimwﬁchm
not adopted was the proposed reform of the Japanese
mwvmraw&mmumm
inewlapmmmﬂﬂmmmdhmmd‘uianw
from western norms led 1o recommendations for its
ﬂnnpﬁﬁmﬁpmiﬁnﬂlr.lh:mmwmm
mﬂmmdwmm
Japancse resisted such a mdical despoiling of their cultural
heritage. (40)

The end of the American Occupation marked the

hhnymﬂﬁuﬂmﬁrmsbuﬂfmlnmddnﬂmupﬁn
and “the shift from the U.S. pattern of education practice
mﬂlmlmﬂﬂmﬂmmﬂphﬂnﬂin

The process of reversal began even befiore the
ended in April 1952, In April of 1951, President
Truman removed General Douglas MacAnhur from his
jon as Supreme Commander of the Allied Powers. (43)
Tlumwﬂﬂﬂl‘,ﬂmmlhhmmnw,h:dlm
ﬁﬁmmmﬂmmﬂ:ﬂlﬁmuw;-
wmﬂwhhﬁm.{h:]mnﬂmmmm
American reforms in Japan." (44) In this new atmosphere,
Japanese Prime Minister Yoshida Shigeru reporied no
difficulty in him to allow the Japanese
10 consider revision of laws. In Auvgust 1951,

under 150,000. (45)

In 1956, the New School Board Law effectively
sholished the Education Mission's much-vaunted program
of decentralization. (46) In 1957, the Ministry of Education
decided 10 once again i moral education into the
elementary and middle school curricula. (47) In the tatter
half of the 1950°s, the Ministry continned to revise school
curricula, with *a definite departure. from the early postwar,
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education and a shift to a more
traditional, subject-centered education with focus on the
mﬁnﬂyﬂhﬁmﬂmuﬁmﬂhﬂm.‘{ﬁ]
By the end of the 1950°s, there was a new orientation
toward a greator degree of uniformity, state controd,

itional subject-centered teaching, and behavioral
conditioning. (49)

With so many reforms jettisoned so quickly, the
question my well be asked: were the educational reforms
of the American Occupation a failure? Certainly many
American observers had a very negative view of the fate of
]npuﬁ:amﬂﬁﬂthlhm?lgﬁﬂ'mmm
wrote that “Tittle remained of the highly lauded innovations
uﬂrﬂmhﬂmﬂnuﬁfuﬁrﬁnlpubﬁdﬂmﬂ
promises, most of them had been repealed or ..distoried and
w“[m}}hwmu.mhpmﬁﬂmwh:pdy
mistaken, for several reasons.

First of all, the changes in education instituted by the
Japanese after the Occupation must be scen as partof a
n:nnlprmnlml:mgﬂmwuhnmﬁn
education take root in Japanese soil. They did not signal the
deﬂlmmmm
nationalistic iendencies. Instead, Japanese reversal of many
of the Occopation reforms was necessary and natural
mdmmmwﬂﬂwmmm
The Americans knew very litthe sbout the Japanese society
ﬂumeymwﬁumﬂm.unﬁﬂmﬂmmyuﬂhﬂ
actions were characterized by a dearth of cultural

reform of the Japanese language, wrole that “thers
is no possibility of democTacy flourishing in & kand with
such an outlandish method of speaking and writing.” (31)

Kazno Kawai, the editor of the Japan Times for several
mﬂhWﬂMWrﬂ(m,mm”ﬁ:APmuﬂli
dingnosed the defects of the old system of Japancse
education and strenuously sought to remedy them by
Mmmmdmm"m]
Mmﬂ:iﬂpmrﬂnﬂhrﬂtmicmunﬂﬁlm
decentralization. The Americans, from one of the most
Mﬂy&mﬂhﬂdmﬂhﬂumﬂ.mﬂlh
impose their sysiem on & country which kad no soch
wradition. A centralized system is not automatically
anathema 1o democracy. France, a modem, democratic
mm:mplmlymmlimdqmnfﬂm

w.mimhﬂlhm{&ﬂ&didmnuth
]mﬁiwmﬂlﬂﬂtﬂmﬂmm
Another example of a reform insensitive 10 the realitics
ﬂlmm:hwmmmumhmm
mpﬂmudmwmﬂ:rmrmiﬂu'mﬁy[ulw
mmhudmm:hmmwh
such an integrated form, and there was a resulting shortage
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of qualified wachers. Also, in the 1950"s, the Japancse felt
mmmmmmmm
education. A widespread feeling was thal the war had
destroyed the religious foundations of Japan, and that young
muwmmmﬂwmmm
vacuum, Symptomatic of this was a rise in juvenils crime
mu-quﬂer{&ﬁ)mr:inmmﬁmﬂ
m.uﬂmﬂ:ﬂrmlgﬁl.didmmlmm

m;mmmurmw
mfmn.nlibmldmmmi:inﬂmm:mplmmdhyuu
Amiﬁummmﬂuhmmﬁaumim
umﬁm-ﬂmﬁuy.{sajuw.umm
hpngﬂuimlwdmknhaﬂnmhnpuum
:Em&amﬂummﬂmﬁmﬂﬂt-umuﬁwmui
nﬁ::ﬂhhlnl'ﬂﬁ.mﬂyﬂﬂﬂ'i:d'ﬂn]wmmm
completed sccondary school. In 1947, that figure had risen
10 61.7%, and by 1955, T8%. Only 3% of the population
Ilﬂmdﬂwhvﬁnﬂﬁghn&mﬁminlﬂii.mmudm
5 8% in 1947, and 8.8% in 1955. (59) During and after the

dumnfm:uﬁmmm“symbﬂiﬂ:mwmul
mﬁumlwiw.'iﬁﬂ}mnmuwm
established is inday ized, especially at the
uﬂmﬁwm.hrmﬂ.wﬁﬁw.mmm
(61)

In a final evaluation of the results of American
Umumﬁunlﬂmmamuﬂhukulhnuiﬁnﬂguhuf
the Occupation, In an initial policy statemen, the Uniied
Emmmﬂhmlghth"mmulmwﬂlm
again hecome nmmhmuﬂmﬁwﬂﬂu
wcﬂd.'{ﬂ}ﬁrguhlr.ﬂ!:htmlﬂfﬁndﬂlmnﬂcqm
me:;pnuﬂdhlhalﬂ?mm:!mlimm
bqpmdu:mlum.(ﬂ}lmiama;nﬂdﬂ.
d:mminmlimﬁvmmmpﬂmﬁ:nmmm
wasliftﬂumn“nhm:numnmdjfrimpmiﬁnmnf
life.” (64) In the words of Herbent Passin,

..in:lrp:mduumuﬂmﬁdmﬂish
its broad objecti .o transfiorm Japan from &
Jitaristic, ultranationalistic, fascist, imperial siaic
m.mmuywmm.m
economically healthy nation that would never
aﬁlhhﬂllhﬂmmﬂpucﬁnﬂmiuﬂlhu
world. (63)

mmﬂwhﬁmummh
inlnmplm:ﬂmhpuﬂndmﬁﬂufm\h'ﬂw:'
E.Dmbhmpﬂihﬂitywhhlwﬂﬂnmﬂ
the specific reforms did not last, bt the spirit of democracy
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John C. Calhoun’s - A Disquisition on Government

by John Bennet!

In his book A Disquisition on Government, John C. Calhoun
@mmw:mmmthMi:
ﬂmﬂhu‘mﬂuﬂ.ﬁlﬁmmh]hﬁtﬂpmmﬂis
created by men in order 1o “protect and preserve socicty,”
aldn:g:hhnm:slpﬂtﬁslhll:ﬁ:nimﬂmu[ﬂm
mhqrhjrlhem&:iiy.{lﬂhﬁuc.hnpwuuﬂm
of the “concurrent majority” in government, in which “each
division or interest” in society is given a veto in the
in order o protect its rights from

encroachment. (2) In many ways Calhoun's writing harks
back to earlier republican thinkers who distrusted the
domination of the majority, ranging from Aristotle 10
Thomas Jefferson and George Mason.

John Caldwell Calhoun was bom on March 18, 1782,
in the farm country of southwestern South Carolina o a
family of Scoutish-Irish farmers. During his youth, there
was great upheaval in his home stae due 1o the westward
spread of slave kabor from the coastal regions of South
Carolina because of the spread of cotton planting. (3) South
Carolina at this time was dominnted by white planters who
lived in the coastal regions and who were successful at the
state’s Constitutional Convention of 1790 in:

shaves be used as a hase along with population
fior representation in the state legislature, (4)

“The farmess of the interior region were thos chearly
disadvantaged, because slavery was nowhere near ks
extensive in their region as it was in the coastal arcas. John
. Calhoun thus spent much of his childhood listening to his
father argue about how unfair the political situation in South
Cun]immullmaminwhi:hiunmﬁﬂhnnh
whise population dominated the political landscape. These
discussions undoubtedly had an effect on the younger
Calhoun, as he coald see the effects of injustice in the
mmmmmmmmmm
for much of the lack of development in the interior.
Calhoun wrote his Disguisition in part o defend
ﬁm,nhi:hhﬁ:ilmﬂuﬁnﬂdhyﬂnhﬂmﬂ
sholitionist forces in the i
as a great threat 1o the entire social structure of the South, 25

he shared the commaonly-held Southern belief that “the
Southem economy without the slave woald collapse.” (3)
During his time in the Senate, he opposed abolitionist
efforts 1o pressure Congress inio enacting legislation on
slavery in the territories and in the District of Columbiz. (5)
Calhoun viewed this as an incredible threat to the Union,
not only because it represented the domination of the
majority in government, but also because he viewed slavery
as the “corner-stone of our republican edifice.” (T)

Calhoun's defense of slavery rests mainly on racial
grounds. He felt that not everyone possessed the “virtue
required for cittaenship in a republican government,” which
echoed earlier republican thinking that viruous men were
needed for govemment to function properly. (8) Cleardy, he
fielt thet blacks were incapable of eaming the “reward™ of
liberty; thercfiore they were o work in onder that others
(namely whites) could fully “enjoy liberty.” ()

Desspite his motives for defending slavery, Calhoun still
clearly wrote the Disquisition in order to protect the rights
of political minority groups. The vehicle by which Calhoun
hoped to accomplish this was the so-called “concument
majority.” The concurrent majority proposal was designed
by Calhouon bo:

. . .give to each division or interest, through its
mmmlmﬂmm‘m
making and executing the laws, or & velo on their
execution. (10)

This desire for the protection of political minorities comes
in part from the long-held fear of the Founding Fathers that
mﬂkmwumnﬂmﬁﬂ&mﬂfhww
the effiects of ane faction or group gaining power and using
that power to dominate the political minarities. (11) Unlike
udupdlﬁcﬂlhh:hnmdlulmhlnﬁmmmm
the sheer size of the United States would be sufficient in
wmmglhempwﬁ:mnndh;‘hnglnﬂuﬂu
citizens,” Calhoun felt it was vital to construct a sysiem
which would ensure this, rather than 1o leave events 1o
chance, (12)

Calhoun sought suppornt for his plan for concurrent
majority in govemment through use of historical precedents,



especially the governmental system of the Roman Republic.
wmwwmmmmm
mniuﬂndhyuupnu-h:lmsmn*umﬁﬂd‘ﬂmnmm;n
Aﬁ:rlhngpﬂiudufamwﬂmwlhnwﬁ:im&ﬂt
plehﬁmsfm:ﬂrmaupmd “concessions from
the ruling elite.” (13) Ultimately, the

by the other but also gave the state an “unusual degree of
m.‘[l&ﬂmmcmﬂhmﬂlmwﬂuma
glowing example of how one state adopted the system of
concurrent majority in with a happy
mdm.dnqﬂmﬂmmngmmdmlyﬂs,ﬂﬂ

mwduﬁﬂﬂmuﬂh&ﬂmmm&aﬁm
nﬂﬂummmnmjnﬁtrmmbpmnmnﬁmu:
threat of majority dominat
Amqhmmddﬂswwﬂtmmﬁin‘uf
virtuons men in ﬂﬂpuvnmi-‘lhh'ﬂmnﬁmﬂwilhlhc
mﬁﬁmlhdﬂaduﬁﬂmmhltmuﬂmﬂnﬂm
focused on the necessity of virtue in the government o

Wmmrqmutm*fuhh
mlifﬂm;nmﬁhlﬁumlsyﬂunmmhnﬂndhmdu
nwmamf{ly}m.vmm
would be required in a sysiem in which every faction had a
veto in the government, for if the lcaders were unable 10 86t
ﬁdﬁﬂn&mmr-hnmmmmnpumuumuh
unzble o perform Hsdnﬁmmi.iwnulﬁnlﬁnmﬁ‘ry result in
mmh:r.whi:hcanmmlwnduhhg“thnmﬂ‘m

Hmhmdﬂusmhgﬁmn:hudw.'mmim
his lific that he wis acting in accordance with his
“Wduwmﬁﬂhﬂﬂmﬂhﬂ@“

mﬂnmﬂﬂt“mlmufﬁhuwumﬂdmm
whom freedom was denied.” (3)
Jﬂmﬂ.chmmnhﬁsﬂmmw

m:ﬁdmmnringmd:mhpﬂn"mﬂﬂm
mndnniamlmtmldimmmnpu-punﬂmn[lhmﬂ

Mhmdmiﬂ.:hhmshhﬂmmdﬁn
system he created was incapable of bridging the gulfl which
mmmmumﬂmﬂm.m}
Oinc can also question whether such a sysiem could ever
truly function in a society as vast and diverse as that of the
wm.mmdummﬁummq
hmﬂnﬂ:ﬁ.hﬂfﬁnﬁmuﬂhw:l'
Lm.mmmmmmw

e of the troe nature of socicty, either then or
mmhhmﬂnhnﬁwnprmmmnﬁalnut‘pﬂiﬁnl
Mhmmmmmﬂdnﬂﬂrmﬁnﬁ
ﬂmuumnslhnmﬂymmhgmmtﬂﬂrﬂgﬁs.

Endnoles

1mcmnmmmwmﬂ-

chmmmﬁhm.mhzmn

L1hid, 7.
!m-mm.m-c.m-dwrﬁuqmn
'lﬂll.l'l-ﬂ.

dmd, 11.

5 Chasles M. Wiltse, Joha C. Calhoun: Sectionalist, 15401850
(Indisnapolis: Bobbs-Menl, 1951), 50

& Piven, M.
T 1. Williasn Harris, “Last of the Classics] Republicans: An
of Jobn . Calhoun,™ Ciwl War Hiniory 30 (Sepiomber
1984): 263,

B mmid, 262



9 mid., 263263
10 Catboun, 20

“lqﬁ.?ui.mhltq:ﬂmmm
wduwmrmmmmﬂz
Magazine (1588 150,

12 Jammes Madison, Federalist Paper Number 10, gooted in The
mmm.mwmuﬂmm&wd
Charles Capper (New Yark snd Oaford: Oxfiord University Press, 1949),
184,

13 Fond, *Recovering the Republic...,” 154

John €. Cathoun's - A Disquisition on Government « 27

18 mea 33,

19 Lacy K. Ford, "Republicsn Ideclogy in & Slave Soclety; The
Political Economy of Jobn C. Calhoan,” Journal of Souaieern History
{Aogust 195E): 410-411

20 lurris, 265.

21 goben A. Garson, “Proslavery as Political Theory: The
Examgpies of John C. Calboun and George Fitshugh,” South Atlntic
(Quarterly (Spring 1985) 199,

22 §1. Veon Hclst, Joha C. Cathoun (Boston: Houghton Mifflin,
1552 and 1839), 124.

s 154 1 pord, “Recovering the Republic_,” 159,
15 thid., 154, 2 155
16 Boed, “Recovesing the Republic." 155,
17 Margaret L. Coit, ed., John €. Calhoun (Englewood Cliffs, K.
Prentice-Hall, 1570), 32
Bibliography

mmcnmuwdmmm
Discowrse, Edited, with an Tntroduction by C. Gondon Post. New
York: Libers] Ars Press, 1953

mwgnmc.mmwmﬂhm.m
Hall, 1570

Mm&“Mthmmﬂ
hWHM.'MmMW.
Val. §9, no3 (1988) 146-135.

_.‘hpﬂilﬂlhnhﬂriiﬂmwmm
Bmﬂl-ﬁ-ﬂﬂdhnmﬂwthﬂum
Val. LIV, no. 3 (August 1988): 405-424.

Garson, Rebert A. “Proslsvery as Political Theory: The Examples of
John C, Callhoon and Gecege Fitthugh.™ South Atlondic
(uartarly. Vol. 34 (Spring 1935) 197-212.

Hasris, 1. Willism. *Last of the Classical Republicans: An
of John C. Calboun.” Ciil War History, Vol 30
(Seplember 1984); 255-267.

Iﬁum.}:h.fnhﬂ.ﬁhlﬂﬂlhfﬁﬂdﬂﬂuﬂﬂﬂm
Paton Rouge: Louisisns State University Press, 1988

Von Holst, 1L, John €. Cathoun, Bosion: Houghton Mifflin, 1882 snd
1889,

Wiltse, Chasles ML John C, Calkosn: Sectionaiist, 1840-1850.
Incisnapotis; Bobba-Merrill, 1951



How the Shah Won: The ClIA's Role in the
lranian Coup of 1953

by Pamela Ekresman

Thsuﬂi:inlvﬁmmmimsinph:mﬁnmﬂ.lﬂﬂ.
the Iranian Shah Pahlavi replaced Mohammed Mossadegh
with Generl Fazlollah Zahedi as Prime Minister of Tran.
However, the sctual events of that restiess summer in lmn
mmmmmm@mﬁﬂm
Shah's move to oust Mossadegh was not his alone, and it

wihmwﬂuhnmkmhnﬁlw(uﬂﬂj.
Mmmatdpﬂmliﬂawﬂr i i
anﬂmmmimhhm[uﬁmrm-mﬁl
:m.mmmummmmummmim
ﬁnnlhl:mmmimmpd:dmndﬂrwpum:ﬂm‘s
national income and sixty percent of its foreign exchange,
:pil—ll'ldlhhwuﬂtmtsilimju:&ﬂhmhm-
hmmmmwmipﬁﬁnmmmm.
Irumluﬁihdhﬂhenﬁﬁsh.whmnm lran's
MEjor FESource.

The Shah, recognizing that the AIOC operated in
nﬁﬁah,mmhmnwnﬂmmudjm

became “politically correct” in Iran during the carly 1950s.
In 1950, & petroleum analyst for the U.S. State Department
mmdmm:nmﬂin]mn:'ﬂﬂﬂmddml!:hlﬂlm
genuinely hated in Tran; of AIOC is treated as
political suicide.” (3) Apparcnitly, his analysis was comect,
ﬁhlﬁlmmmwmwmm
nationalizing the oil industry and four days later was
mwmmummlmm
dmmﬂsmmmmmmm
mhﬂ.ﬂmmﬂhuwﬁlmemdmﬁﬂuﬂ
mﬂmwhnﬁhﬂ:hnﬁmpmphmmmﬂhh
office. Out of this chaos, Maossadegh arose.
Mmﬁhlgﬁl.hﬂnﬂmim'mh

Mhmi]is.[rm‘ahmhws:nlmﬁnm Because
anﬁughwupmﬂrmdpaﬂumpm
nationalization, the Shah promised to support him if be
mmmmmmmuma
m.mmm;h,umﬁmmmm“u
Agpril 111951.mﬂ[rm‘ipuliqrmurlrdﬂ=w=nﬂmm;n

year than 1o produce 32 million tons and be a slave o
Britain.” (5) In Scpember 1951, he expelled all British
mmmmhwumm.ummmmmm
Enmdimarmdhﬂ?ﬂ.iﬂﬂlmimmcltmphfm
wi:hmlpur.ﬂﬂﬂ:mﬂhu‘mghnpmﬂhmmﬁﬁun
with the AIOC, Mossadegh boldly broke relations with
WMMMMHMMMETH
mm:;.ummmm.lheuﬂuwdﬂwh;
mmummﬂmwvﬂﬁhum
wwmmmmwm

ﬂmdﬂhmcmldﬁm':ﬂliﬂln[&rbMUﬂmﬁh
m.mmmmﬂjﬂum“
&mﬂﬂ:ﬁhhulhnmﬂmdﬂmmﬂmsympﬂh’rmm
TMShuh.mnwﬁh.tuddmmdﬁmh-ing
mﬁwn[ﬁhnahﬁniﬂ.n'mi';hmhﬂu
mwm,mmmﬂm%mﬁs
entire tenure of office fighting the [ATOC] in an amatear
fashion and of the effects upon his country.” The
Shah further criticized the Prime Minister for his limited
mﬂmﬁﬁnﬁhmﬂm' a5 though Iranian oil
mumljnﬂhwﬁchﬂzmiﬂdlhdm{ﬂ}m



How'

\meﬁhjuﬂrespmdedluW‘shnpﬂﬂmhy
imposing a boycoll on Iranian oil. By the end of 1951, the
Shah began to realize that Mossadegh may have done more
nhmmmmmtphismm.mmmhdmmm
suspicious of the growing support Mossadegh was
Whgﬂmmn‘ﬁamwﬁﬂmﬂpdﬁml
gmnpamlhdﬂ:nNMFrmehi:h{mmﬁgtﬂﬁwmlf
from America's standpoint) included the communist Tudeh

Innmmhulgﬁlﬁmmdmmmﬁmdun
mwmmumﬂnmm'mﬂ
'nmmmmmmmu
Hﬂmhﬁnisudlmnmtnmmuﬁr
company so much u‘mbhEupanﬁmBm.lltMDC
and British hﬁﬁmhmdhrhdmmimﬁmhn
iﬂﬁgﬂmlw:mmuflﬂm.mmhimmmmmd
mmmmrmmmm:juwmﬁm
WWMMMLWEM
mnhme,mmcmmmmmmu the plan

still in power. In his book Coundercoup: The Seruggle for
Enmiﬂ‘fm.ﬂmﬂwm“u]mﬂmyﬂﬁﬁm

that the: conservative
Hﬁuln{wdﬂr‘ﬂﬁnnmthur:hﬂlmdﬁnﬂmrﬁdm}iﬂh
Amh{mﬂuﬁhﬂmwa:dnu]lm"mm

mwmm.mhmmm
faced 8 new, Woogher American policy toward Iran. In May
lﬂﬂ.hmhdmhnwkﬂ:rm“um'tﬁdm
substitute for Iran's loss of oil income. In his letter to the
President, Mossadegh implied that he would tun to the
Mfuﬂﬂmmmmu
mmwmm,mmmm
mmummmmuiuuﬂnmu:mmy
needed funds, But Eisenhower's covert response (0
hﬁmmh'amumwmﬂpumﬂﬂlluﬂmn
mm.wmmmwﬂ
pumadhhuﬁ:iﬂmﬂjnunmdmhﬂﬁ}

Mnﬂingman:tmuﬂpen&mﬂﬂmxmil
Mlmmmmmdsmm
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W.mmmmmmﬂm
m&m.wmmmmmmﬂyﬁu
MWNWM@THNMMM
“e obwious threat of Russian takeover.” (11) John Foster
I}nﬂﬁudbmmcmﬂmndﬂﬂuﬁaﬂﬂﬂlﬁmmahl
contral of Iran to fulfill its long held desire for a warm-
wwmhﬂnﬂﬂd%wnmﬂmﬂhaﬂr 1950s,
most top olficials in the U.S. government helieved that the
communists had aspirations for dominance in Iran and
would achicve them through Mossadegh.

Kermit Roosevelt focused on three crucial points in his
wdﬂpmﬁmuﬂ_ﬁmummmmm
include full cooperation of the Iranians, led by the Shah
M{Mﬂtﬂmuﬁhmﬁm.hnm.ﬂ:mw
not aware of Anglo-American inentions in his country.)
Second. Roosevelt emphasized that “in a showdown that is
clearly mmgﬂmdmlmm:lmnhlmudﬂn
hﬁiﬂlpﬁphuﬁﬂhﬂtﬁﬂﬁhh.ﬂﬂwﬂlmm
WMﬂmwf,qgﬂmh
Rﬂm‘[lﬂ&uﬁsﬂmﬂsﬁmﬂuﬂ“umﬂhﬂt
role of Operation ATAX. Third, he fielt that the worst that
MWEMH&MWHMMWM
would take over Iran, the same as would occur if America
ﬁdn:mhig.ﬁmudﬁﬂllhis&iﬂmhgpimtd
immineat Soviet dominance in Tran, all in attendancs
approved Opertion AJAX.

What was not discussed in the mecting, or at least was
m{mﬂnbﬁmd&nﬂ.mﬂuﬂdﬂ?mm
Walters, a chronicler of the CLA, notes that the Dulles
hmmmmdympummw-nr.mm
firm that represcnted the AIOC, and that Allen Dulles
mﬂuﬁuﬁﬂﬂrmhjﬂhﬂmﬂﬁnhmht
maintained “a casual and noncommittal posture.” James Bill
m“ﬁmhmmmmmﬂdﬂm
were involved in the American decision 1o assist in the
[operation] .. . .° (13) Indeed, afier Mossadegh was
rq:lmad.ﬁnﬁbm-nﬂmmiummdﬂmpﬁm
interest in Iranian oil.

On the surface, though, and probably deep down for
many U.S. foreign policy malkers, saving Lran from
mﬂnm‘mnwﬂtmhdﬁﬁﬂmﬁrm
-nvolvement in the coup. Anthony Eden, Britain"s foreign
minister, claimed that Eisenhower “seemed obsessed by the
fiear of 8 Communist Iran,” and was determined not 1o let
&mmnmuﬂum.mmu
the consensus AMONE Americans in Tran was that the
mwmﬂmmmmimlr‘umm
dm:.ﬂlﬂ}wmdni:tudﬂuhm.lh:mdﬁmmmimu
mmmmm&mmm
typical Cold War mindset when they wrote, “A Russian
mmwmmﬂmﬂhgdﬂtmﬂf
pasition in the Middle East from Cairo 10 Balcichistan.” (14)
Mass media during the carly fifties took advantage of this
Cold War rhetoric and incormectly identified Mossadegh's
nationalist ideclogy &8 COMMUNISHC.

mmm*ummﬁmuu:mum
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did not want to become involved in lran. As the Korcan
War came 10 & close, Russia hoped 10 improve relations
ﬂhuumindﬂm.wmﬂ:nﬂumﬂﬁmmnﬁmﬂ:w
in Tran. Although the Soviets had no plans o taks over Iran,
they did not refrain from holding trade talks with
Mossadegh's governmenL. On Angust B, 1953, Eiscnhower
heard rumors of Soviet aid to Iran, which convinced him 1o
siwﬂnfhﬂp—ﬂmﬁmupnmimmm.{lﬁ}
mmhﬂmniu‘dcwmhﬂmmnmnﬂﬂﬂ

mmmmh@ﬁmwwwmu
Cmmdu’inﬂmid:illmhmﬂumy.mmﬂlh
refused to pass the kaw, and the Shah, recognizing
hw'ndmuhkmr:hhlmmehuﬂﬁm
with a new prime minister, Immediately, violent proests
agnhmdushﬂl'sduﬁﬁnnmmmﬂumﬂ
Tdm[mtlnglheﬂhhmmmuhﬁmump.m
mﬂsmﬂﬂh&mﬂhmnmmhﬁm
wpﬂhnamwhgmmmﬁmﬂmanmn
nminhmnhpmdarsuppmfn*hishmriwl
dﬁu&mﬂﬂmﬁ!ﬂuw‘mdﬂrﬂﬁmmnpmﬁm
enacicd mons

mﬂlm?ﬂmhﬁrﬂ.ﬂ:bﬂtﬂnmﬁmﬂcﬂhm

Constitution.
ine to Kermit Roosevelt, Operation AJAX
four “lines of attack.™ First, the operation had 10
whm:mputnfﬂmmliginﬁﬁgﬂ.wﬂmﬂ,umﬂﬂl
nﬂim.miimnlhdmb:mﬁrwm
mmﬂumwuwmmm
choice wae General Fazlollah Zahedi, a man the British had

British; they took his word for it, and both America and
Wmﬂm:ﬂm@'lm{m

DﬁaﬁmMﬂ':MuﬁjbuimlrEth:hn&m
mwmpﬁmw mobs, keep track of
the opposition — you name it, they'll do iL" The key 10
Mvinghﬂﬂmﬂnﬂn;ro-&nhﬂdnmmmm
mwmmﬁummummm
Iran from the Wes. Also, they had to persuade Iranians that
Eh&uﬂlﬂuﬂtutmdndtﬂs“pumﬂmmﬁ...mm
hmmﬁmiu;nmh;fulmhﬁrlmmwhm.'
(18)

Smmmbﬂnfﬂmhﬁmﬂhﬂrmﬁm
hncmmnvim!duflhmtvmpnhuwiwmrmp
EunlhanTMhmdyhmhdHnﬁmlﬁmindm

mmmmwmmmm
mmmmmmmﬂwmﬂqm
{ British imperialism and ;
wummwmm
mwhmwmumﬁmm
Amdhsunﬂl,mhnmda“winmbhw"m
mmuwmymhhmmm
ﬂthwmhﬂtdmmdﬂmhnﬂmmm“
the issue, as more religious groups left the
wm;mmmmmmwm
hmﬂghmlmdmﬁymmmmmh
Sepehr Zahih, author of The Communist Movement
in Iran, asserts that “the Communist movement bocame, for
aﬂptﬁmﬂpmmd:mdmfuﬂn
* (20)) Mossadegh also found himself losing the
mﬂwdﬂtﬂthm{mnminymum
became disenchanted with his proposed oil-less economy
ﬂduhhﬁnﬂﬂhﬁhﬂﬁcmmmw
the Mationa] Front had opposed in the Shah.

The Tudeh's growing role in the National Front
Wﬂtmmmﬁmnﬂlwhmm
Kmnhnmmmltimupﬂmﬂﬂ:pu‘rj':ﬂmmmuﬂm
Snvie:'amkn{mnﬂmh;mnaﬂhumm
America. For his part, Mossadegh thought the West
mwmhﬂﬂmmistlnlhminmﬂﬂmmﬂu
Iranian religioos right (which was, in fact, one of the
nhjmtimumpmﬁmﬂmuﬂtrhuiﬁru.s.
hmfmﬂmmm:iu:CuHWm}m.mw
pﬂuhuﬂmﬁmmmjﬂuﬂ
mmw;mmmmmmmﬂ
A State Department intelligence repont listed thiricen ways
mmmﬁﬂmmmuﬁw's
Hmmgnmnﬁmﬂu@,amﬂ
and a millionaire, was nota figure that communists could
mm-mmmmupuhhum

Whr.lhm.didh{nmdmhmwmmm
wmummwmmmﬁm
wmmummmu
M'Efﬂdpnﬂﬁm[h[ﬁmﬁﬂw
mmmﬂmmh"mm
ideals” and would not suppress any group, regardiess of its
mnm:ﬁmﬂmmmm
ﬂlhuapn-h\'iﬂpﬂhy,hummw;mnﬂngn
mﬂmﬂm@mMﬂMI&ﬂ
mﬁmmmmmmm
believed he could outwit the Todeh party. The Shah,
howeves, predicted a reverse outcome — that the
MMWMW’:WHM
masses; at its peak the Tudeh claimed 300,000
mpﬁhﬂihmmwmw
mmmmmnmw
pmpagﬁﬂamdunmy.mnﬂmmhmm:m
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leading to the downfall of Mossadegh. (23)

When Roosevelt surveyed the Iranian situation in
August, 1953, he doubted he could win support from the
academics in Teheran — they were firmly anti-Shah.
Operation AJAX had tried @0 win the support of the
ﬂﬁwmﬁﬂiﬂmmﬂmﬁmhww
Mﬂmrrﬂﬂmﬁﬂnnnmﬂmmmmdmﬂmm
In contrast, most of the army (junior officers and enlisted
M) were still Joyal 1o the monarchy, even though
Mossadegh had planted his own officers in key positions,
especially General Riahi as the Chief of Staff, Then:fore,
since Roosevelt could not count on either the academy or
Mﬂmﬂﬂ'smaiuﬂmﬂmmgmmjnﬁty
of the army against the prime minister. (24)

mhgmminpmﬂinnmmmmun
smwummmmmsmm
appointing Zahedi in his place. Then, the Shah would fly to
his residence on the Caspian Sea as the transition ook place
and would return once Zahedi had successfully taken
mw,hmﬁmmmfl&hyumﬂﬂhﬂm
the firmans because of communication problems between
Tramian and American agents. The delay provided
Mossadegh with encugh time 10 uncaver the plot. When
Colonel Nassiry, the officer charged with delivering the
ﬁmnm,mdluib{nmdnﬁh'smiﬂnmﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂiaﬁm
Mmmmhﬂ.ﬁhﬂﬂﬁy wits imprisoned,
MWWW@MMW
officers (never mentioning the Shah) had anempled a coup
and had failed. When news of the failed coup reached the

The immdiate response to Mossadegh's
announcement was an anti-Shah demonstration by the
mmddnwuyﬁdmtilhnShwuﬂtﬁ:ﬁﬂhﬂ.
Controversy surrounds this demonstration: Roosevelt
insieted that the Soviets were behind it, yet Bill claims that
the Sovicts “at no time indicated any external support for
the Tudch.” And Mark Gasiorowsid, author of “The 1953
Coup d"Etat in Iran,” wriles that it was not even the Tudeh
that staged the demonstration on that day. He claims that the
mﬂammnmmmumm

fiears of a Todeh takeover and thus mlly support
mm-nﬁmﬁmmmm“smsm
control or was even under Todch control, the
demonsirations did serve to frighten many Iranians,
convincing them that the Tudch, and therefore
was the enemy.

Afiter the first attempt at the coup had filed, Roosevelt
busicd himself with improvising a new sirategy, relying on
wmwmwsmmﬂmwu
the Shah's order to replace Mossadegh, Roosevelt asked his
agents 1o copy the firmans and distribute them 10 key
One general pledged his support and began to march his
forces toward the city on Wednesday, August 19, 1953.

Also on that day, a pro-Shah mob congregated in Iran’s
mm,mmmmwmrﬂy
on mercenaries, both James Bill and Mark Gasiorowski
report that he paid for the pro-Shah mob, which was quickly
ﬁnﬂhywpaﬂhmﬁmlwhuhdmmbyﬂ
Tudeh uprising. (26) The mob began moving toward
hﬂmﬂngh’shmﬁhldmﬂ:ﬂn,lmuhmﬂm
General Zahedi from his hiding place and presented him (o
the crowd, who at once carried him on their shoalders.
When the mob reached Mossadegh's, army forces still loyal
nuwmmwmmmmm.
mmmumm&mmmwhﬁ
defenses and ransacked his hoase, Mossadegh fled in his
mhumThemmwumﬂﬂnFﬁ:hr.hgﬂZl.
Mossadegh tmed himself in; the next day, the Shah
reterned home to cheering crowds. The immediate result,
then, of the ovesthrow of Prime Minister Mossadegh was
the restoration of the Shah's power s the monarch of Iran.

When analyzing the West's role in ousting Mossadegh,
mmmhmﬂdﬂmmw
because of the West's intervention; the coup would have
occurred regardless of the West's intervention; or the coup
occurred because the West simply mobilized Iranians
already willing to stage a coup, but not without forcign
nmtﬁaﬂtﬂﬂ'ﬁmvmmrnﬂpnﬁﬁm.m
that the “coup [was] unlikely without U.S. help,” and “the
mmﬂmhwumnﬂlﬂnﬁmuﬂhﬁnm
it did without considerate U.S. assistance.” (27) He offers as
evidence his belief that the Iranian economy was recovering
in 1953 and thai Mossadegh still could count an
considersbhle from the National Fronl, the masses,
and the military. Also, he asserts that the CLA played an
undeniably essential role in the coup by planning, directing,
and financing Opermtion AJAX. (28)

Professor Amos Perimutier, author of the forewond 1o
Zahih's book The Mossadegh Era, advocates the second
stance: “the CLA role in these climactic cvents was nol very
mmmdhmﬂrw
claims of the old boys such as Kermit RoosevelL™ (29) He
mmmmmmmw
Franians for Iranian reasons, without any interference by
wummmmumma
the CLA"s role in restoring him to power, echoed
Perlmutter's assertion: 1 defy anybody to prove that the
overtum of Mossadegh was not basically the work of the
common people of my country.” (30)

James Bill maintains the third position in his analysis

of the U.S. role in Iran from 1950-1953. He contends that

ﬂpuﬂinhlﬂﬂmﬂrmnﬁli:mdmﬁ-hhmdmhhm
already existing in Iran, but that the mobilization was
critical becanse the Iranians necded the West's direction and
mhmm.ﬂl]mﬂmﬂhmm
wrote the forewaord 1o his book underestimates America's
role, Zabih agrees with Bill on this point. Zabih believes
that 1o blame just the West's intervention or just Iran's
domestic problems “exclusively for the collapse of the
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mﬁﬂlwl'ﬂr:;imehmmﬂurﬂhlhtcmwhhn—m
of external and internal political forces in this era.” (32)
Bmmuﬂshmmmmmﬂm:hnlhhﬂﬂm
mﬁumw.hhﬂmﬂdﬂmhuphuﬂm
for the nature of m::uumsﬁpumm:hnummsw
and Iran in exccuting the coup.

Whm":iummlr.imhe]mﬁmmlp.ﬂﬁm
upuutndidwﬂdumsisuifmlmmmrm'
Amﬁnimﬁgnpﬁw[uru:muhimmTMmp
marked the first time the United Stales used covert action o
mﬂlgmmﬂrnmiulﬁmtcfpﬂl:.m
mwmmwgmmm:mdﬁ:upﬁﬁm
wmmmmmiymd’mﬁm in the future.
According to Bill, “The Tran escapade acted as a catalyst
ﬂmhtdmhﬂﬂhnumwﬁﬂﬂ—hlﬂmlnzwim
mmhlgﬂ."m}mmunmhm
mﬁumhmgimnpmnuﬁmmﬂpmﬁmmmf.h
mﬁuﬂﬁﬂ]ﬂmﬁmﬂﬂh&'qﬂmm
Wuﬂﬂiabmﬂﬂuﬂes‘srm:fmn.ﬂmwhﬂﬂdm
presentation with a warming:

We were successful in this venture because our
assessment of the situation in Iran was comect. ...
If we, the CIA, are ever going to try something
li':nhiuga]n.umbuhmlul:hmdﬂh
pmptumlﬂ:u:m:.rmvdmumlrm
mmmﬁmmhhmummm}

But they did not give the next job (Guatemala) to the
hhinﬁ—umyunhndhmnmmmnnmdh
mmhfﬂlhﬂdmmﬁlqﬂﬁhﬁuﬂ
for a successful operation, Kermit's waming went
Mmmmmnmmﬂmm
mpaqunhmhmuﬂnwﬁmnm
Nm@wﬂ:mnmﬁmﬁmﬁmingl
coup like there had been in Tran in 1953.
m‘:mmmmﬁ.mmm
ﬂkﬂﬂrwlm.w.whumlndu[mMm
give Iran more aid when Mossadegh requested it, gave the
Ehhmuldi&:nﬂ#ﬁnﬂui:ndnumnﬂnﬂmlgﬂmup.
Unfortunately, America found itselfl supporting a
&mﬂip.mlﬂumr.mshhwmdﬂmhm
putnrinnddumjlhnhwummmdummdsu{
pnmhwhtnimppmﬁdﬂmNnﬂuanmmem
pmmmﬂip.mmﬁ':meﬂNH
gumtmﬂﬁﬁhnlddﬂ:ﬁh[ﬂh"ﬂm;ﬂﬂﬂmﬂm

Eﬁmh'smﬂmmﬁmreg‘mu.ﬂi}uplhmhfm
Cma'spmidmcr.lhcﬂrﬁudSmmmlymwumd
u:smdemlhhisdi:mﬂrﬂlip.dﬂm‘mgﬂfhimu
America's closest friend in the Middle East. Supporting the
smmmmﬂmlﬂumﬁmm&‘a

Thismnguﬂn'nmﬁﬁﬁﬂﬂdiﬂf’mlmvﬂuﬁuﬂ?
religious movement which thrived in lran under the
leadership of the Ayatollah Khameini. It mainly attacked
the Shah, whom they felt was propped up by the Americans,
in 1978, demonstrators shouted “Death to the American
M“kmhuhrwﬁutm'nh\rﬂmmduwﬁ
m:pmdbdinvﬂddnlﬂuﬂhmlﬂml‘rmiﬂ&m
hecome fnvolved once more if the Shah were again
WmmﬂEl?S!m“:ﬂmmniumphtlm]H
1o a long term defeat for the United States,” (36) contributed
significantly o Iran's deep hatred of America and o the
Irwﬂanaumluﬁmnﬂmmﬁ.ﬂﬂluphlmhﬁnt
begween the coup and the revolutions: “The 1953
m:mﬂmmwddmhmhﬂmmhmmmmm
hhﬂdﬂﬁﬂlﬂmrmﬂlnmt}‘-ﬁltmhﬂh:
dmh;unﬂmﬁcnﬂmrmﬂﬂhm"ﬁaﬁﬂnwﬂiﬁum
mmmanmmﬂi:nbnmﬂmlmmmdlhe
19781979 revolution: “If Mosaddeq [sic] had not been
mmm.ﬁmmmhﬁmmialﬁmmnmmrd.'{sﬂ

“The United States, not able 1o foresee the consequences
of its actions, participated in the 1953 coup for two reasons:
nmumﬂmnmﬂﬂﬂllhuu;hﬂﬂmhﬂnmwhmﬂm
Shah that he would not be under any obligation in return for
mwmmm;:-umm:mm
Emﬂnbuinudlmﬂanniwduqﬂrﬂﬂﬂtm,m
Brﬁmmmmmmﬁumhmmmm
percent of the newly formed National Iranian Oil Company.
Hunmhnpmummmnﬂ.thMSMs&nuni
Mmammhmm\‘fm’hﬁmm
ﬁm“ﬂ:cdnﬁngduﬂﬂ'}-mwrm}munﬁmiﬂn
mmhmmﬂmmm
mmmmmmmmmm
the Middle East. To Iran, U.S. involvement in the coup
helped mmmawﬂmmmmﬂh
mntw:hf.ihwm.hdﬂ;m,llml}nhndsm
mulyimpm:dkm‘ntmwﬁnﬁnﬂimmmm
lamcrpimnddwt‘uhﬂh'a.mhhs‘mﬁmi:m
nn:nﬁxanmmnﬂ:.wpnmh.mmi-mmm
Shah.
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