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Welcome	to	the	Easter	term’s	edition	of	Retrospect!	

Unlike	previous	issues,	in	which	writers	have	been	tasked	with	writ-

ing	an	article	for	a	speci8ic	topic,	this	term	we	have	given	our	histori-

ans	a	month	each	and	 let	 them	pick	 their	own	historical	event	 from	

within	it;	creating	our	own	version	of	the	greatest	year	in	history.	Ad-

ditionally,	writers	have	worked	in	pairs	-	with	sixth	formers	collabo-

rating	 with	 younger	 students	 -	 to	 encourage	 creativity	 and	 greater	

historical	depth	and	detail	amongst	the	articles	of	students	of	all	ages.		
Hopefully	 this	experimental	style	should	prove	to	be	both	a	riveting	

and	 informative	 read,	 with	 articles	 ranging	 from	 topics	 such	 as	 the	

Moon	Landings	to	the	lesser	known	St	Scholastica’s	Day	Riots.	

Happy	Reading!	

Contents 
Your Editors   
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T 
here	 is	 a	 great	 video	 by	 Business	 Insider	 on	

YouTube	 which	 translates	 the	 history	 of	 the	

Earth	 into	 the	 distance	 between	 Los	 Angeles	

and	New	York	City.	That’s	a	journey	of	4.54	bil-

lion	 orbits	 around	 the	 sun,	 expressed	 as	 a	 journey	 of	

2,540	miles.	 You	 should	 watch	 it:	 if	 nothing	 else,	 it’s	 a	

good	 thought	 exercise	and	helps	put	 the	 immense	vast-

ness	of	the	planet’s	history	(and	our	species’	place	within	

it)	 into	shattering	perspective.	Assuming	that	you	won’t	

however,	 allow	 me	 to	 walk	 you	 through	 some	 of	 the	

more	startling	revelations.	
	

We’re	already	a	third	of	the	way	through	this	journey,	at	

the	 Western	 border	 of	 Colorado,	 before	 we	 reach	 the	

8irst	photosynthetic	organisms	to	ever	develop.	It’s	then	

another	1,500	miles	(just	as	we	enter	Pennsylvania)	be-

fore	 multicellular	 organisms	 evolve.	 There’s	 only	 two-

hundred	and	8ifty	miles	to	go	when	plants	begin	to	colo-

nise	 the	 land;	 one	 hundred	 and	 eight	 left	when	Pangea	

splits	apart.	Hell,	we’re	already	in	New	Jersey	by	the	time	

the	dinosaurs	are	wiped	out.	So,	go	on:	when	(or	rather,	

where)	 do	 you	 think	 modern	 humans	

evolved?	 Pause	

this,	 8ind	 a	 map,	

have	a	guess.	Half-

way	 through	 New	

Jersey?	Newark?	
	

Modern	 humans	

evolved	 8ive	 hun-

dred	 and	 seventy	

feet	 away	 from	

Times	Square	(in	regards	to	the	LA	to	NYC	concept	…	not	

literally).	That’s	just	shy	of	two	hundred	metres	from	our	

goal,	 and	 translates	 to	 about	 200,000	 Earth	 orbits	 ago.	

Remember,	 having	 began	 this	 trip	 2,540	 miles	 away,	

we’re	now	only	a	couple	of	blocks	down	the	road.	
	

The	moral	of	the	story?	In	relative	terms,	humans	have-

n’t	been	around	very	long	and	the	statistics	only	become	

even	 more	 incomprehensible:	 recorded	 human	 history	

begins	just	over	8ifteen	and	a	half	feet	away	from	the	lit-

tle	Google	Maps-esque	dot	that	Business	Insider	consid-

ers	 to	 be	our	 end	point.	 In	 friendly	metric	 terms,	 that’s	

not	even	8ive	metres.	Take	a	second	now	for	that	to	sink	

in	 and	 just	 have	 a	 look	 around	 you.	 I	 guarantee	 that	

you’ll	be	able	to	see	8ive	metres	away	in	at	least	one	di-

rection.	 Well,	 if	 you	 condense	 the	 history	 of	 the	 Earth	

into	a	cross-coast	continental	road	trip,	you’re	now	look-

ing	back	at	the	entirety	of	recorded	human	history.	
	

I	 suppose	my	 goal	 here	 (aside	 from	playing	 the	 part	 of	

mind-blowing	missionary)	 is	 to	 coat	 this	 article	 with	 a	

little	perspective.	 I’ve	been	asked	to	choose	what	 I	con-

sider	 to	 be	 the	 ‘best’	 year	 in	 history,	 but	 regardless	 of	

what	approach	I	take,	really	I’m	beaten	before	I	begin.	Of	

the	4.54	billion	Earth	orbits	to	choose	from,	only	5,500	of	

them	 aren’t	 complete	 shots	 in	 the	 dark	 and	 from	 the	

handful	 that	 remain,	 only	 the	 last	 thousand	 or	 so	 have	

been	documented	well	 enough	 to	have	 a	 case	made	 for	

them.	So,	naturally,	I’m	going	to	choose	one	of	those	8inal	

few,	and	in	doing	so	this	article	is	probably	going	to	bet-

ter	de8ined	as	an	argument	for	the	best	year	in	(what	I’m	

considering	 to	 be)	well-documented	history.	 Pedantic,	 I	

know,	but	pedantry	is	an	underrated	virtue.	
	

As	 is	 procrastination.	 And	 so,	 another	 quick	 line	 of	

thought	before	the	big	reveal:	 the	reason	I’ve	been	sub-

stituting	 ‘orbits’	 for	 ‘years’	 when	 talking	 about	 the	

Earth’s	history	is	because	of	a	little	theory	I’ve	been	toy-

ing	with;	one	which	I’d	like	to	quickly	let	you	in	on.	When	

studying	history	as	a	child,	 I	would	use	 the	same	model	

of	thought	to	think	about	different	historical	periods	that	

I	would	use	to	think	about	different	geographical	regions	

in	 the	 present	 day	 (that’s	 the	 densest	 sentence	 there’s	

going	 to	be,	 I	promise).	To	 illustrate:	when	 I	 thought	of	

Elizabethan	 or	 Victorian	 London,	 I’d	 inadvertently	 pro-

cess	them	in	my	mind	as	being	two	far-off	places	where	

people	wore	funny	hats	and	clothes,	had	funny	ideas	and	

did	 funny	 things;	places	 I	knew	 that	 I	 could	never	visit,	

but	 ones	 which	 I	

still	 thought	about	

in	the	same	way	I’d	

think	 of	 real	 life,	

present	 day,	 far-off	

lands.	 My	 mind	

didn’t	take	the	logi-

cal	 path	 of	 consid-

ering	 them	 as	 past	

incarnations	 of	 the	

London	we	know	today;	 instead,	 in	a	similar	way	to	the	

fabulous	Business	Insider	video	(Aha!	A	link!),	I	translat-
ed	the	temporal	distance	between	me	and	the	1800s,	or	
me	and	the	1600s,	into	a	spatial,	geographical	distance.	
	

Crazy,	right?	Well,	maybe	not	so	much.	I’d	like	to	hypoth-
esise	here	that	this	somewhat	unhelpful	method	of	pro-
cessing	history	(whilst	seemingly	illogical)	is	actually	the	
natural	result	of	the	familiar	 ‘timeline’	model	of	thought	
we	 normally	 use	 when	 considering	 the	 past.	 I	 haven’t	
bounced	 this	 theory	 off	 anyone	 before,	 so	 who	 knows	
and	maybe	 it’s	 just	 me	 that’s	 ended	 up	 thinking	 about	
history	 like	 this,	 but	 I	 suspect	 I’m	 not	 alone.	 The	
‘timeline’	model	 of	 thought	 (as	 I’m	dubbing	 it)	 seeks	 to	
paint	history	as	a	linear	line	with	a	start	and	an	end	(the	
recognisable	 timeline).	 Yet,	when	 this	model	 of	 thought	
is	no	 longer	used	simply	 to	 consider	 the	progression	of	
time	and	is	instead	employed	as	a	critical	tool	for	analys-
ing	history,	this	friendly,	logical	line	shatters	into	a	series	
of	 individual	 snapshots	 of	 the	 past.	 These	 are	 divorced	
from	one	another	and	can	only	really	be	considered	indi-
vidually:	 they	 essentially	 become	 a	 multitude	 of	 far-off	
lands,	 and	 their	 relationship	 to	 one	 another	 (i.e.	 how	
past,	present,	 future	relate	 -	 in	other	words,	 the	corner-
stone	of	the	study	of	history)	is	lost	in	translation.	
	

The Greatest Year in History An Overview 
By Michael Chidgey 

Of  the 4.54 billion Earth orbits to choose from, only 

5,500 of  them aren’t complete shots in the dark 

and from the handful that remain, only the last thou-

sand or so have been documented well enough to 

have a case made for them 
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1776, a year in focus 
Clockwise from centre right; James Watt, in-
ventor of the steam engine; shown below after 
its production in 1776. Resultantly, industry 
boomed throughout the country, with jobs, fac-
tories and manufactured goods all growing 
exponentially. With this economic explosion, a 
new middle class sprang up around the country, 
creating a new sector of society previously un-
seen in England. Meanwhile, across the pond, 
the American Revolution kicked off with the 
Thirteen Colonies declaring independence on 4th 
July. However, Britain had unsurprisingly 
dominated military proceedings, until Wash-
ington’s audacious manoeuvre across the Dela-
ware River allowed the Patriots to capture 
Trenton-a significant turning point in the war. 
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However,	with	what	I’m	going	to	suggest	now	(an	alter-
native	model	of	thought	that	I’m	calling	the	‘orbits’	mod-
el),	this	is	not	the	case.	If	you	attempt	to	contemplate	the	
Earth’s	 history	 like	 a	 continuous	 series	 of	 identical	 or-
bits,	 opposed	 to	 a	 timeline	 with	 an	 inherent	 beginning	
and	end,	then	you’re	afforded	a	view	of	the	past	embel-
lished	with	a	greater	sense	of	continuity	and	unity.	The	
extent	to	which	all	actions	and	eras	are	intertwined,	ra-
ther	 than	 being	 lost	 in	 the	 image	 of	 multiple	 far-away	
lands,	is	pushed	to	the	forefront	of	your	mind,	along	with	
the	 obvious	 (but,	 as	 we	 have	 seen,	 easily	 overlooked)	
fact	 that	 all	 of	 history	 takes	 place	 on	 the	 same	 ground.	
The	image	that	springs	to	(my)	mind	when	I	think	of	the	
past	like	this	is	of	the	Earth	as	a	giant	petri-dish	evolving	
over	 the	 course	of	 a	 (very,	 very	 long)	 time	 lapse	 video.	
Everything	8lows	and	nothing	can	be	considered	an	iso-
lated	 event;	 patterns,	 trends	 and	 trajectories	 are	made	
clear(er);	 the	 present	 is	 less	 easily	 divorced	 from	 the	
past	or	from	the	future;	London	is	a	continually	evolving,	
stationary	 space	 (opposed	 to	 the	 series	 of	 separate	 in-
carnations	I	used	to	see	it	as)	and	(drum	roll	please:	here	
comes	the	thin	justi8ication	for	this	philosophical	detour)	
for	someone	attempting	to	choose	the	best	(I’m	going	to	
interpret	 this	 as	 ‘most	 signi8icant’	 by	 the	 way)	 year	 in	
history,	it	is	a	very	useful	tool	to	turn	to.	
	

So,	for	choosing	the	best	year	in	history,	my	reasoning	is	
this:	 if	we	were	 to	press	rewind	on	 that	 long,	 long	 time	
lapse	video,	 in	search	of	a	point	at	which	we	could	say,	
‘Stop!	 Right	 there!	 That’s	 where	 this	 mess	 all	 began!’,	
where	would	we	then	press	pause?	By	‘this	mess’,	I	mean	
of	 course	 the	present	day.	Because	 in	all	honesty	 it	 is	 a	
bit	 of	 a	mess.	 It’s	 the	 culmination	 of	 5,500	years	 of	 hu-
man	mess	making.	For	many	 it	means	globalized	possi-
bilities,	blossoming	equality,	 8irst	world	comfort	and	an	
information	age	 like	never	before,	but	 for	many	more	it	
means	mass	poverty,	devastating	climate	change,	a	polar	
distribution	 of	 wealth,	 and	 upper	 echelon	 corruption.	
Whatever	your	stance,	it	appears	that	now,	more	so	than	
ever	 before,	we	 are	 approaching	 an	 end	 to	 history.	We	
live	in	a	world	which	is	becoming	more	and	more	binary	
and	 offering	 less	 and	 less	 space	 for	 compromise.	 Be	 it	
through	the	realisation	of	a	neoliberal	utopia	or	the	dis-
integration	of	the	ice	caps,	it	seems	that	soon	enough,	we	
will	 reach	 what	 can	 be	 considered	 an	 end	 to	 develop-
ment.	

So,	the	question	that	will	wrap	this	up	is:	where	can	we	
press	pause?	Where	did	the	trajectory	that	has	led	to	the	
present	 day	 begin?	 The	 aggressive	 neoliberalism	 that	
fuels	both	the	advancement	and	division	of	the	world	in	
2016	 is	 born	 of	 capitalism.	 Capitalism	 of	 17th	 Century	
mercantilism.	 Mercantilism	 of	 the	 agrarian,	 feudal	 sys-
tem	 of	 trade	 prominent	 in	 the	 1500s.	 But	 if	we	 stretch	
back	 that	 far	we	 8ind	a	system	 lacking	 the	social	perva-
siveness	and	merciless	individualism	we’re	familiar	with	
today.	No,	the	spark	which	set	the	world	ablaze	is	to	be	
found	 closer	 to	 home:	 somewhere	 between	 1760	 and	
1780,	during	the	early	stages	of	what	we	know	today	as	
the	Industrial	Revolution.	During	these	years,	seemingly	
all	 at	 once,	 Britain	 made	 huge	 developments	 in	 steam	
engine	 technology	 and	 the	 iron	 and	 textile	 industries,	
developments	that	dramatically	and	rapidly	gave	birth	to	
the	 large	 middle	 class,	 af8luent	 standard	 of	 living	 and	
urbanized	cities	we	know	today.	These	years	paved	the	
way	 for	 the	 human	 race	 to	 achieve	 the	 feats	 and	make	
the	mistakes	that	de8ine	the	modern	world.	Their	signi8i-
cance	was	so	great	it	seems	futile	to	attempt	to	choose	a	
single	 ‘best’	 year	 from	amongst	 them.	Besides,	have	we	
not	 just	 talked	 about	 the	 ineffectiveness	 of	 isolating	 an	
event	from	the	rest	of	history?	
	

Still,	gun	to	my	head,	if	I	have	to	choose	an	exceptionally	
signi8icant	 year	 from	 amongst	 those	 two	 decades,	 I’m	
going	 to	plump	 for	1776.	Why?	Because	 in	1776	 James	
Watt’s	 8irst	 readily	 improved	 steam	 engine	 went	 into	
production	 and	 alongside	 it	went	 the	 spectral	 presence	
of	every	major	industrial	development	that	has	followed.	
Obliterate	 1776	 from	 history,	 and	 you	 remove	 what	 is	
arguably	the	most	vital	domino	in	the	chain	reaction	that	
leads	to	the	modern	world	(and	the	denouement	of	his-
tory)	as	we	know	it.	
	

Anti-climax,	I’m	sure.	
	

I	 hope	 the	 rambling	 tone	 of	 this	 article	 (along	 with	 its	
admittedly	 lopsided	 content)	 can	 be	 forgiven.	With	 my	
historical	knowledge	being	what	it	is	(pretty	patchy),	I’ve	
sought	to	plug	the	gaps	with	‘wit,	anecdotes	and	food	for	
thought’.	I’m	an	English	graduate,	it’s	all	we	know.	Now,	
go	and	watch	that	Business	Insider	video	and	thank	me	
later	
	
	

Alumni Corner 
Michael	Chidgey		

Years	at	school:	 2005-2012 

 

Roles	at	school:	 Red House Captain, lead role in ‘Our	House’	

	 	 	 musical production 

 

University:	  BA English Literature and Theatre Studies at 

   the University of Warwick - First Class  

   Degree 
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“T 
here	is	no	easy	walk	to	freedom	anywhere,	
and	many	 of	 us	 will	 have	 to	 pass	 through	
the	valley	of	the	shadow	of	death	again	and	
again	 before	 we	 reach	 the	 mountaintop	 of	

our	desires”	

• Nelson	Mandela	

	
“Freedom	is	never	more	than	one	generation	away	from	
extinction.	We	didn't	pass	it	to	our	children	in	the	blood-
stream.	 It	must	be	 fought	 for,	protected,	and	handed	on	
for	them	to	do	the	same”	

• Ronald	Reagan	

	
“Freedom	is	never	voluntarily	given	by	the	oppressor;	it	
must	be	demanded	by	the	oppressed”	

• Martin	Luther	King	Jnr	

	
These	are	 just	a	 few	quotes	 that	highlight	 the	 freedoms	
and	 liberties	 that	 all	 humans	 strive	 to	 achieve	 when	
faced	with	 injustice.	 However,	 certain	 groups	 of	 people	
have	not	always	had	this	privilege,	with	Jews	in	Nazi	Ger-
many	 facing	 persecution	 and	 women	 enduring	 oppres-
sion	 throughout	 the	course	of	history	up	until	more	 re-
cent	 times.	 The	 struggle	 of	 African	Americans	 has	 been	
certainly	 long	 endured,	 with	 slavery	 before	 1863	 and	
segregation	spanning	the	bulk	of	the	20th	century.	Nev-
ertheless,	 the	 last	 200	 years	 or	 so	 has	 seen	 immense	
changes	 to	 the	 treatment	of	Blacks	 in	America,	with	 the	
8irst	 steps	 to	 freedom	 and	 equal	 rights	 through	 the	
Emancipation	Proclamation	of	1863.	

Pre	1863 

Slavery was an integral part of society in the United 

States of America, predominantly in the South where it 

was the backbone of the rapidly expanding economy 

throughout the 18th and 19th centuries. The earliest 

slaves were brought to the Americas in the early 17th 

century from many areas of West Africa, with many of 

them dying on the long journey towards America. For 

those who survived the journey, life only grew worse 

from there. Blacks were auctioned and bought by 

wealthy white plantation owners to work the 8ields to 

bring economic yield. Seldom shown appreciation for 

their hard work, they were repeatedly beaten by slave 

owners to establish a sense of fear. The scars of oppres-

sion that came with these beatings were particularly 

prevalent on the former slave known simply as Gordon, 

with extensive keloid scarring on his back from incessant 

whippings from various masters. Slaves suffered high 

mortality rates in the South, especially in infancy, with 

half dying before their 8irst birthday. Slave children also 

suffered from an extremely poor diet, lacking essentials 

such as protein, vitamins and minerals, giving rise to con-

ditions such as abdominal swellings, convulsions, blind-

ness and many more.  

	

The	Emancipation	Proclamation 

Slavery was less prevalent in the Northern states, with 

their economies being far more industrially-based than 

in the south. The sub-human treatment of slaves in the 

January 1863 The Emancipation Proclamation 
By Sean and Stefan Titus-Glover, Years 12 and 8 

Soldiers from the 4th United States Coloured Troops,1864 President Lincoln,1863 
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South	was	a	shock	to	Northern	Americans,	particularly	in	
the	early	19th	century,	when	slavery	had	been	abolished	
in	all	Northern	states.	This	key	social	and	political	differ-
ence	was	a	major	constituent	to	the	start	of	the	civil	war,	
which	had	the	 institution	of	slavery	at	 its	core.	 It	drove	
the	union	and	the	confederate	southern	states	even	fur-
ther	 apart,	 accentuating	 the	 difference	 in	 ideology.		
	
On	 1st	 January	 1863,	
two	 years	 into	 the	
civil	 war,	 President	
Abraham	 Lincoln	 is-
sued	 the	 proclama-
tion;	 a	 huge	 boost	 to	
the	 Union’s	 moral	
cause	 in	 the	 civil	 war	
and	for	equal	rights	in	America.	President	Lincoln’s	proc-
lamation	declared	 that	 all	 slaves	were	 “then,	 thencefor-
ward,	 and	 forever	 free”.	 No	 longer	 did	 the	 Union	 army	
of8icers	have	 to	 return	 runaway	 slaves	 to	 their	 owners.	
Any	 slave	 who	 escaped	 was	 completely	 free	 and	 from	
then	onwards,	 the	sight	of	union	soldiers	marching	 into	
confederate	 land	was	 a	 sight	 of	 	 hope	 and	 freedom	 for	
the	oppressed	slaves.	
	
The	 Emancipation	 Proclamation	 was	 declared	 not	 just	
for	moral	 reasons,	 but	 also	 as	 a	 tactical	measure.	Many	
European	 countries	 had	 been	 aiding	 the	 Confederates	
war	effort.	However,	the	proclamation	linked	supporting	
the	confederacy	to	directly	supporting	slavery;	ultimate-
ly	driving	a	wedge	between	the	South	and	the	European	
countries,	 who	 had	 outlawed	 slavery.	 These	 European	
countries,	such	as	England	and	France,	then	gave	support	
to	 the	 Union.	 The	 Emancipation	 Proclamation	 signi8i-
cantly	diminished	the	power	and	international	populari-
ty	 of	 the	 South,	 whilst	 simultaneously	 increasing	 the	
strength	of	 the	Union	as	a	 result	of	 the	 foreign	aid	 they	
received	 and	 the	manpower	 they	 gained	 (including	 ap-
proximately	 200,000	 African	 American	men	 joining	 the	
war	effort	for	the	Union).	Lincoln’s	Emancipation	Procla-
mation	was	a	momentous	document	which	immediately	
shaped	America	both	socially	and	politically.	

	

Legacy	

Of	 course,	 the	 Emancipation	 Proclamation	 led	 to	 Con-
gress	 making	 fundamental	 amendments	 (13th)	 to	 the	
constitution,	 ending	 slavery	 nationwide.	 Freed	 Blacks	
also	gained	civil	liberties	such	as	citizenship	to	the	Unit-

ed	States	and	also	voting	rights	in	the	enactment	of	two	
more	amendments.	Lincoln’s	Emancipation	Proclamation	
did	indeed	free	the	black	populace	of	America	from	slav-
ery,	but	oppression	was	still	a	major	 issue.	 Southerners	
endeavoured	to	keep	their	way	of	life,	sometimes	resort-
ing	to	violence	through	white	mobs	and	racist	organisa-
tions.		
	

Total	 freedom	 from	
oppression	 for	 Blacks	
in	America	 took	 anoth-
er	100	years	 to	 accom-
plish.	 Yet,	 the	 legacy	of	
the	Emancipation	Proc-
lamation	perhaps	 in8lu-
enced	 key	 8igures	 such	

as	Rosa	Parks,	Malcolm	X	 and	Martin	Luther	King,	who	
throughout	the	majority	of	20th	century,	fought	for	equal	
rights	for	Blacks	against	the	discrimination	institutional-
ised	by	the	American	government.	
	
The	Emancipation	Proclamation	was	a	major	step	in	giv-
ing	 the	U.S.	 racial	 equality.	 The	 suppressed	people	who	
had	 put	 together	 the	 foundations	 of	 such	 an	 in8luential	
and	powerful	 nation	were	 8inally	 on	 their	way	 to	 being	
recognised	as	equal	citizens	of	America	although,	argua-
bly,	they	still	have	not	

Martin Luther King Jr, 1962 Rosa Parks, 1955 Malcolm X, 1963 

Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation was a 

momentous document which immediately 

shaped America both socially and politically 

Racial equality activist in Baltimore, 2015 
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February 1355 St Scholastica’s Day Riot -   
By Jack Saunders and Sam Groves, Years 12 and 9 

T 
his	riot	was	an	altercation	between	the	Oxford	
students	 and	 the	 Oxford	 townspeople,	 which	
resulted	in	nearly	100	deaths	and	permanently	
soured	 the	 relationship	 between	 ‘town	 and	

gown’	–	the	locals	and	the	university	students.	A	group	of	
Oxford	students	were	drinking	in	the	Swindlestock	Tav-
ern	 (now	 the	 Abbey	 House)	 when	 the	 argument	 com-
menced.	Two	of	 the	 students,	Walter	Spryngeheuse	and	
Roger	 de	 Chester8ield,	made	 derisory	 comments	 on	 the	
quality	 of	 the	 beer	 they	were	 drinking.	 The	 landlord	 of	
the	pub,	John	Barford,	retorted	with	‘stubborn	and	saucy	
language’,	whereupon	a	tankard	was	thrown	at	his	head	
by	 a	 student.	 Barford	 was	 also	 the	 Mayor	 of	 Oxford	 at	
this	 time,	so	he	ran	over	 to	St.	Martin’s,	 the	city	church,	
and	rang	the	bell	to	summon	the	townspeople	to	arms	to	
attack	 the	 students.	 In	 quick	 response	 to	 this,	 the	 stu-
dents	 ran	 to	 St.	Mary’s,	 the	university	 church,	 and	 rang	
the	 bell	 calling	 the	 students	 to	 come	 and	 8ight.	 In	 the	
small	 resultant	 fray,	 the	students	got	 the	better	of	 them	
and	 forced	 the	 retreat	 of	 the	 townsmen.	 But	 this	 battle	
was	far	from	over,	as	the	next	day,	Barford	rode	into	the	
countryside,	 seeking	 support,	 and	 gathered	 2,000	men,	
who	 advanced	 on	 the	 town.	What	 follows	 is	 a	 8ictional	
account	 of	 Walter	 Spryngeheuse’s	 experience	 of	 the	
event….	
	
“This	was	impossible.	Only	the	previous	day,	we	were	domi-

nating	 the	 con-lict,	 our	 threatening	 stance	 striking	 fear	

into	the	hearts	of	the	locals.	Now	I	was	cowering,	hiding	in	

fear	for	my	life	inside	the	sanctuary	of	the	university.	This	

had	all	started	as	a	bit	of	a	laugh,	and	to	be	quite	honest,	I	

was	drunk.	Now,	there	were	2000	armed	countrymen	who	

were	not	afraid	 to	 take	a	 life.	All	was	 silent,	 I	 could	hear	

but	the	pounding	of	my	own	heart.	But	no,	it	wasn’t	in	the	

distant	I	could	hear	the	ever	increasing	in	volume	chant	of	

the	locals;	“Slea,	Slea….	Havock,	Havock….	Smyte	fast,	give	

gode	knocks.”	Surely	this	was	the	end!	I	would	die	without	

having	even	gotten	a	degree!	With	this	unnerving	thought	

in	 mind,	 I	 instinctively	 jumped	 to	 my	 feet	 and	 warily	

opened	the	door	to	the	next	room.	Where	was	everyone,	my	

friends,	my	teachers,	what	had	happened	to	them?	

	
“Walter!”	 a	 rasping	 voice	 whispered	 from	 the	 corridor.	 I	

panicked,	whoever	called	out	 sounded	 in	pain,	and	 it	was	

clear	 that	 they	were	 familiar	with	me.	Perturbed	of	what	

lay	ahead,	I	reluctantly	trod	carefully	over	to	the	source	of	

the	 sound.	 There,	 to	 my	 utter	 confusion,	 my	 eyes	 rested	

upon	an	 injured	Roger	 de	Chester-ield.	We	were	 the	ones	

who	started	the	whole	of	this	complete	disaster	of	an	argu-

ment,	 yet	 he	 attempted	 to	 form	 the	 same	 old	 smile	 he	

would	 make.	 I	 looked	 down	 towards	 his	 wound	 and	

gasped.	His	lower	abdomen	had	been	soaked	completely	in	

his	own	blood,	the	source	being	a	gash	where	he	was	most	

probably	impaled	by	a	local.	

	
“I	 need	 to	 get	 up,”	 he	 groaned	 as	 he	 attempted	 to	move	

from	his	current	position;	hunched	over	with	his	hand	at-

tempting	 to	 block	 the	 blood	 -low.	 I	 was	 panicking,	 how	

A postcard on sale at Oxford University depicting the events on St. Scholastica’s Day 1355 
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could	this	happen	to	my	best	friend?	This	was	all	my	fault,	

if	I	hadn't	have	thrown	the	beer	keg	as	a	joke,	Roger	would	

not	be	dying	in	front	of	me.	My	tears	scalded	my	eyes	as	I	

stopped	him	and	advised	him	to	lie	down.	

	
“I’m	so	sorry	Roger,	 I’m	so	sorry…”	 I	whispered,	 trying	 to	

-ight	back	my	emotions.	“You	mustn't	move,	I’ll	go	get	help,	

I	will	not	 let	 you	die	out	here,	 I	promise.”	 I	 supported	his	

back	as	I	 	lay	him	down	to	rest,	and	unwillingly	turned	to	

run	and	-ind	help.	

	
“I’ll	 be	 back	 with	

help!”	I	shouted	back	

to	 reassure	 him	 that	

everything	 would	 be	

alright,	 but	 really,	 I	

was	the	one	who	need-

ed	reassuring.	
	
As	I	ran	through	the	long	corridors,	the	chanting	gradually	

became	louder	and	louder,	and	as	the	chanting	reached	a	

crescendo,	 my	 hope	 for	 Roger	 decreased.	 There	 was	 no	

one.	 There	 was	 only	 one	 way	 to	 save	 Roger,	 but	 it	 went	

without	 saying	 that	 I	 would	 most	 de-initely	 die.	 It	 was	

worth	 a	 try.	 I	 stopped	 dead	 in	 my	 tracks	 and	 listened.	 I	

would	have	to	face	my	fears	and	for	the	good	of	friendship	

and	 goodwill,	 turn	 to	 the	 enemy	 for	 help.	 Following	 the	

chanting	noise,	I	spoke	to	myself	courageously,	convincing	

myself	of	my	bravery,	but	in	reality	I	was	just	a	boy.	

	
In	 the	 clearing,	 I	 began	 to	 see	 a	 glimpse	 of	 my	 fears.	

“Help!”	 I	 cried,	 “Help,	 my	 friend	 is	 dying!”.	 No	 answer.	

“Please!”	I	yelled	helplessly.	In	reply;	“Slea,	Slea….	Havock,	

Havock….	
Smyte	fast,	give	gode	knocks…..”	
	
The	 townspeople,	 supported	 by	 the	 countrymen,	 broke	
into	the	academic	halls	of	the	university	and	killed	schol-
ars	–	in	total	62,	along	with	30	locals	that	also	died.	The	
riot	lasted	two	days	and	the	dispute	eventually	settled	in	

favour	of	 the	univer-
sity.	A	special	charter	
was	 created	 and	 an-
nually	 from	 then	 on-
wards	on	10th	Febru-

ary	 (St	 Scholastica’s	
Day)	 the	 mayor	 and	
councillors	 had	 to	

march	bareheaded	through	 the	streets	and	pay	 the	uni-
versity	 a	 penny	 for	 every	 scholar	 killed.	 However,	 this	
ended	470	years	 later	 in	1825	when	 the	mayor	 refused	
to	take	part.	In	1955,	the	Vice-Chancellor	of	Oxford	Uni-
versity	gave	the	Mayor	of	Oxford	an	honorary	degree	and	
the	Vice-Chancellor	in	return	was	made	a	Freeman	of	the	
Town	by	 the	mayor;	 8inally	 resolving	 this	dispute	 some	

600	years	later	

The Mayor of  Oxford ran over to St. Martin’s, 

the city church, and rang the bell to summon the 

townspeople to arm and attack the students 

 

A plaque commemorating the site of Swindlestock Tavern,, showing the riot to be an important feature in the town’s history 

The most notorious day in Oxford’s history  
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T 
he	My	Lai	massacre	was	 a	major	 event	during	

the	Vietnamese	war,	where	many	people	were	

slaughtered	 in	 the	 Vietnamese	 Hamlet	 of	 My	

Lai,	in	the	village	of	Sơn	Mỹ.	It	is	quite	possibly	

one	 of	 the	 most	 horri8ic	 acts	 of	 brutality	 by	 soldiers	

against	innocent	civilians	and	although	numbers	are	un-

known,	it	is	believed	that	over	500	women,	children	and	

elderly	 were	 murdered	 during	 the	 event.	 High-ranking	

U.S.	military	 of8icers	 organised	 a	 cover	 up	 of	 the	 event,	

which	 lasted	 around	 a	 year	 before	 Seymour	 Hersh,	 an	

independent	 investigative	 reporter,	 broke	 the	 My	 Lai	

story	 on	November	 12,	 1969.	 The	 atrocities	 brought	 to	

light	 by	 this	 article	 induced	 widespread	 outrage	 at	 the	

whole	incident.	The	revelations	of	what	was	really	occur-

ring	 in	Vietnam	greatly	reinforced	the	growing	anti-war	

sentiment	of	the	time.	

	

The	 massacre	 occurred	 in	 the	 Quang	 Ngai	 province,	

which	according	to	military	intelligence,	was	the	strong-

hold	 for	 the	 Viet	 Cong	 and	 thus	 a	 common	 target	 for	

bombing,	by	both	the	U.S.	army	and	the	South	Vietnam-

ese.	In	March	1968,	Charlie	Company	of	the	11th	Brigade	

was	 dispatched	 to	 eliminate	 Viet	 Cong	 in	 My	 Lai	 after	

receiving	information	that	guerrillas	had	taken	control	of	

Sơn	Mỹ.	The	unit	was	being	led	by	a	Lieutenant	William	

L.	 Calley.	On	departure,	morale	 among	 the	 soldiers	was	

low,	 especially	 after	 the	 recent	Tet	Offensive.	 Launched	

by	the	North	Vietnamese,	it	had	resulted	in	Charlie	Com-

pany	 losing	28	of	 its	men	 to	death	or	 injuries,	 lowering	

their	overall	numbers	to	just	over	100	men.	

	

The	brief	of	 the	mission	was	 to	prise	out	 the	Viet	Cong,	

whose	 elusive	 troops	were	 thought	 to	 be	 hiding	 in	My	

Lai.	 At	 around	 8am,	 two	 platoons	 moved	 in,	 whilst	 a	

third	was	held	back	for	"mopping	up"	duties.	

	

Army	commanders	had	decreed	that	all	people	found	in	

the	village	were	to	be	considered	Viet	Cong	or	Viet	Cong	

sympathizers	and	therefore,	ordered	the	whole	village	to	

be	 razed.	 Upon	 arrival,	 the	 soldiers	 discovered	 only	

women	 and	 children	 and	 not	 a	 single	 guerilla	 could	 be	

found,	 so	 they	 rounded	 up	 all	 inhabitants	 and	 brutally	

executed	 them,	with	 several	women	 being	 raped	 in	 the	

process.	Even	those	who	surrendered	were	murdered.	

	

The	massacre	was	 then	 ended	 when	 a	 helicopter	 pilot,	

Warrant	Of8icer	 Hugh	 Johnson,	 landed	 his	 helicopter	 in	

the	crowd	of	people	and	threatened	to	open	 8ire	on	 the	

soldiers	 if	 they	 continued	 their	 attacks	 on	 the	 innocent	

civilians.	Not	a	single	shot	was	8ired	against	Charlie	Com-

My Lai Massacre 
By Sam Vandepeer and Hamish Macrae , Years 12 and 9 

Members of Charlie Company Hugh Johnson, testifying against the perpetrators 

March 1968  
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pany	of	the	11th	Battalion	of	the	U.S.	army.	
	
The	 acts	 of	 the	 company	 caused	widespread	 discontent	
towards	 the	war,	especially	within	 the	civilian	populace	
of	America.	However,	the	majority	of	anger	was	directed	
toward	 the	 superior	 of8icers	 and	 the	 government	 for	
their	role	in	the	massacre,	with	one	mother	of	a	soldier	in	
Charlie	Company	quoted	saying	"I	sent	them	(the	US	ar-
my)	a	good	boy,	and	they	made	him	a	murderer."	Moreo-
ver,	what	happened	at	My	Lai	illustrated	the	severe	dete-
rioration	 in	 the	 conduct	 of	 the	 US	 troops,	 undermining	
the	moral	argument	that	the	US	needed	to	save	Vietnam	
from	 the	 "evils	 of	 communism".	 As	 a	 result	 of	 this	 the	
anti-war	sentiment	spread	to	more	neutral	civilians	
	
Whilst	 the	atrocities	committed	 in	 the	hamlet	of	My	Lai	
were	 gruesome,	
what	 would	 have	
been	 as	 equally	
shocking	 to	 the	
American	 people	
was	 the	 cover	 up	
that	 took	 place	
under	the	orders	of	high	ranking	American	of8icers.	Gen-
eral	 William	 C.	 Westmoreland	 even	 congratulated	 the	
unit	 on	 the	 "outstanding	 job",	 for	 the	 "U.S.	 infantrymen	
had	killed	128	Communists	 in	a	bloody	day-long	battle."	
The	subsequent	enquiry,	 led	by	Lieutenant	General	Wil-
liam	Peers,	recommended	that	28	of8icers	be	charged	for	
their	 involvement	 in	 the	 massacre.	 Of	 the	 28,	 only	 14	
were	prosecuted.	Of	these,	only	one	(William	Calley)	was	
charged	and	whilst	he	was	initially	given	a	life	sentence,	
he	only	served	5	years	of	this	 ,	before	being	released	on	
parole	 in	1974.	This	was	certainly	 contradictory	of	 	 the	
fair	and	just	legal	system	which	was	supposedly	present	
in	 every	 democracy	 and	 it	 underlined	 the	 hypocrisy	 of	
the	US	government	for	condemning	the	USSR	for	similar	
acts.	 Calley	was	 considered	 a	 scapegoat	 by	 a	 large	 pro-
portion	 of	 America,	 with	 Seymour	 Hersh,	 the	 reporter	
who	had	8irst	published	details	of	the	My	Lai	killings,	ad-
mitting	 that	Calley	was	"as	much	a	victim	as	 the	people	
he	shot."	
	

The	revelation	of	My	Lai	not	only	had	consequences	back	
in	 America,	 but	 also	within	 the	 American	 armed	 forces	
8ighting	in	Vietnam.	The	atrocities	at	My	Lai	contributed	
to	 the	descent	of	 the	American	armed	 forces,	with	drug	
addiction	 levels	 in	 the	 army	 rocketing	 upwards	 (to	
around	one	third	of	all	soldiers	by	1971)	and	morale	de-
clining.	 Furthermore,	 the	 cover	 up	 led	 to	many	 US	 sol-
diers	questioning	whether	their	superiors	were	conceal-
ing	anything	else.	The	widespread	discontent	within	the	
army	caused	by	this	continued	to	snowball	right	up	until	
the	 end	 of	 the	 con8lict.	 By	 the	 end	 of	 the	war,	 it	 is	 be-
lieved	 that	 over	 1,000	 US	 of8icers	 were	 victims	 of	
‘fragging’	(the	deliberate	killing	or	attempted	killing	by	a	
soldier	of	a	fellow	soldier).	
	
Arguably,	 the	 legacy	 is	 as	 important	 as	 the	 barbarity	 of	

the	 original	
crimes,	 because	
My	 Lai	 should	 be	
learnt	 from	 and	
steps	 should	 be	
taken	 to	 ensure	 it	
never	 happens	

again.	 It	 would	 appear	 as	 though	 this	 did	 happen,	 be-
cause	General	 Peers	 proposed	 new	methods	 of	 training	
soldiers,	guidelines	for	the	treatment	of	civilians	in	war-
time	 and	 new	 army	 leadership	 criteria.	 Alas,	 despite	
these	reforms,	it	appears	that	they	have	had	little	impact	
upon	 the	 treatment	 of	 prisoners,	with	 the	 recent	 emer-
gence	 of	 the	 horrors	 that	 occurred	 at	 Guantanamo	 bay	
and	Abu	Ghraib	clearly	demonstrating	this.	
	
Although	 this	article	 on	My	Lai	may	appear	 to	be	a	dis-
tressing	 look	 into	our	 recent	past,	 it	 can	also	 serve	as	a	
warning	of	what	may	repeat	in	the	future,	especially	with	
the	 ever-looming	 threat	 of	 ISIS	 and	 the	 other	 turbulent	
regions	around	the	world.	Additionally,	greater	transpar-
ency	should	be	demanded	from	the	government,	when	it	
releases	its	military	reports.	In	reality,	the	only	real	hope	
for	avoiding	another	My	Lai	is	world	peace,	but	unfortu-
nately,	 that	 is	 still	 a	 long	way	off,	 especially	whilst	 civi-
lised	 nations	 institutionalize	 the	 torture	 and	murder	 of	
hundreds	of	people	

Only William Calley was charged and whilst he was 

initially given a life sentence, he only served 5 years 

of  this , before being released on parole in 1974  

Students at Berkeley University demonstrate against US involvement in Vietnam, 1970  
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April 1961 “Poyekhali!” - 108 minutes  
By Niren Ghosh and Simon Knowles, Years 12 and 10 

F 
or	 millennia,	 mankind	 has	 looked	 towards	 the	
heavens	 and	 contemplated	 what	 lies	 beyond.	
God?	 Paradise?	 Aliens?	 To	 ancient	 astronomers	
peering	 through	 their	 telescopes,	 the	 idea	 that	

mankind	 would	 someday	 “play	 amongst	 the	 stars”,	 to	
quote	Frank	Sinatra,	was	laughable.	Unimaginable.	Imag-
ine	the	surprise	of	the	world,	when,	for	108	minutes	on	a	
cold	 day	 in	 1961,	 the	 unthinkable	 became	 a	 reality.	No	
longer	 was	 space	 exploration	 just	 the	 dream	 of	 crazy	
physicists;	it	became	the	dream	of	every	child	to	become	
an	 astronaut.	 On	 12	April	 1961,	 Soviet	 Cosmonaut	 Yuri	
Gagarin	became	the	8irst	human	to	venture	into	the	Great	
Unknown,	 starting	 a	
chain	of	events	which	
may	lead	to	us,	some-
day,	 colonising	 Mars.	
The	 Space	 Age	 had	
begun.	
	
It	is	amazing	to	think	that	one	of	the	major	milestones	in	
the	history	of	mankind	was	born	as	a	result	of	the	sinis-
ter	 “Cold	 War”	 between	 the	 two	 main	 superpowers	 of	
the	20th	century:	the	USA	and	the	USSR.	Ideological	dif-
ferences	between	the	capitalist	west	and	communist	east	
led	 to	 their	 involvement	 in	proxy	wars	and	races	 to	de-
velop	 new	 technology,	 with	 the	 ultimate	 aim	 being	 to	
cement	their	position	as	the	world’s	greatest	superpow-
er.	Determined	to	better	one	another,	the	Arms	Race	saw	
the	 creation	 of	 the	 Atomic	 Bomb	 and	 the	 Hydrogen	
Bomb;	each	new	weapon	being	more	powerful	 than	 the	

last.	Yet	alas,	the	Soviet	Union	had	always	been	one	step	
behind	America	in	the	race,	because	of	their	weak	econo-
my.	 This,	 of	 course,	 	 makes	 their	 bold	 incursion	 at	 the	
forefront	of	 the	Space	Race	all	 the	more	surprising.	The	
8irst	 arti8icial	 satellite,	 Sputnik	 1,	 was	 launched	 by	 the	
USSR	in	October	1957,	followed	by	Sputnik	2	which	sent	
Laika	the	dog	into	orbit	 .	 In	subsequent	years,	 the	USSR	
sent	 unmanned	 spacecraft	 Luna	 1	 and	 2	which	 respec-
tively	became	the	8irst	of	their	kind	to	orbit	the	Sun	and	
make	contact	with	the	Moon.	
	
Yet	 this	wasn’t	 good	 enough	 for	 the	 superpowers;	 both	

side's	 crosshairs	
were	8irmly	8ixed	on	
sending	 a	 man	 into	
space	 and	 safely	
returning	him.	With	
the	 US	 hot	 on	 their	

tail	 with	 Project	 Mercury,	 the	 USSR’s	 Vostok	 program	
knew	it	had	little	time	to	snatch	the	prestigious	accolade	
from	the	waiting	hands	of	the	United	States.	Despite	the	
fact	 that	half	of	 the	24	Vostok	spacecraft	had	 failed,	 the	
Soviets	 persevered,	 perhaps	 inspired	 by	 the	 image	 of	 a	
defeated	 President	 Kennedy	 squirming	 before	 the	
world’s	press.	The	 result	was	a	cramped	metal	ball	 that	
could	house	one	short	pilot.	 It	was	 in	 this	majestic	cap-
sule,	 no	 doubt	 rigorously	 tested	 for	 safety,	 that	 history	
was	changed.	Soviet	scientists	did	not	know	what	kind	of	
effect	 (if	 any)	 space	 would	 have	 on	 the	 human	 body,	
which	is	why	Vostok	1	was	entirely	ground	controlled.	In	

Despite the care of  the Soviet scientists, Vostok 

1 was certainly a potential death trap 

Vostok 1; the spacecraft which shot Gagarin into the history books 
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the	event	of	a	comms	failure,	Gagarin	had	a	sealed	enve-
lope,	in	which	there	was	a	piece	of	paper	with	one	num-
ber:	25.	 It	was	with	this	code	that	he	could	gain	manual	
control	 of	 the	 spacecraft.	 Only	 4	 years	 earlier,	 had	 the	
8irst	satellite	been	launched.	In	the	grand	scale	of	human	
existence,	4	years	is	very	little	and	so	despite	the	care	of	
the	 Soviet	 scientists,	 Vostok	 1	was	 certainly	 a	 potential	
death	 trap.	 Gagarin	 knew,	 as	 he	 walked	 towards	 the	
launch	pad,	 that	 there	was	 a	 very	 real	 chance	he	might	
not	make	it.	
	
At	 around	 9:07	 am,	 Gagarin	 shouted	 one	 word	 that	
changed	history	 -	“Poyekhali!”	(“Let’s	go”,	 for	the	few	of	
you	who	are	not	8luent	in	Russian).	
	
The	 8light	 was	 a	 success.	 Gagarin	 completed	 an	 108	 -
minute	orbit	of	the	earth,	before	ejecting	at	an	altitude	of	
around	 7km	 landing	 with	 a	 parachute,	 because	 Soviet	
scientists	weren’t	sure	how	to	 land	the	craft	safely	with	
Gagarin	 inside.	 They	 kept	 the	 parachute	 landing	 quiet	
though,	 as	 they	 knew	 that	 America	would	 never	 recog-
nize	it	as	the	8irst	true	space8light	if	 it	came	to	light	that	
Gagarin	 had	 ejected	 from	 the	 capsule.	 The	 8irst	 man	 in	
space	later	recalled	his	encounter	with	a	family	working	
the	land:	"When	they	saw	me	in	my	space	suit	and	the	par-
achute	 dragging	 alongside	 as	 I	 walked,	 they	 started	 to	

back	away	in	fear.	I	told	them,	don't	be	afraid,	I	am	a	Sovi-

et	 citizen	 like	 you,	 who	 has	 descended	 from	 space	 and	 I	

must	-ind	a	telephone	to	call	Moscow!"	
	
The	 entire	 USA	 was	 stunned	 by	 the	 launch.	 Although	
there	 had	 been	 signs	 that	 the	 USSR	 was	 preparing	 to	
send	a	man	into	space,	no	American	citizen	seriously	be-
lieved	 they	 could	 pull	 it	 off.	 But	 they	 did.	 Just	 like	 that.	
Shocked	and	embarrassed,	President	Kennedy	stood	be-
fore	Congress	on	May	25,	1961	and	said	that	a	US	citizen	
would	 be	 put	 on	 the	 moon	 (and	 be	 returned	 safely	 to	
earth)	by	the	end	of	the	decade	-	“we	 choose	 to	 go	 the	
moon	in	this	decade…	not	because	it	is	easy,	but	because	it	

is	 hard”.	Still,	it	was	too	late.	The	Soviet	‘PR’	machine	had	
won.	The	 fact	 that	 the	US	sent	a	man	 into	space	a	mere	
few	 weeks	 later	 was	 almost	 irrelevant.	 However,	 with	
the	 Apollo	 11	 moon	 landings	 of	 1969,	 America	 8inally	
gained	the	upper	hand	once	more.	
	
From	a	scienti8ic	perspective,	Gagarin’s	8light	provided	a	
wealth	of	 information	about	humans	in	space.	Suddenly,	
humans	had	a	whole	new	area	to	research	and	within	10	
years,	a	man	had	been	put	on	the	moon.	Over	the	course	
of	 just	 50	 years,	 we	 have	 gone	 from	 knowing	 almost	
nothing	about	what	lies	beyond	to	knowing	exactly	what	
Mars’	atmosphere	is	made	of.	It	is	dif8icult	to	imagine	this	
happening	without	Gagarin’s	 8light.	He	 inspired	a	whole	
generation	to	become	interested	in	space.	
	
Though	the	8light	may	have	solely	been	a	PR	stunt,	Gaga-
rin	himself	 remained	separate	 from	politics.	His	 charm-
ing	 smile	 and	 charisma	 were	 universally	 adored	 by	
crowds,	who	gathered	 to	watch	as	he	 toured	 the	world.	

For	showing	strength	of	character,	unbelievable	bravery	
and	 loyalty	 to	his	country,	he	was	hailed	as	hero	within	
the	USSR	too;	he	received	the	honour	of	‘Hero	of	the	Sovi-
et	Union’	from	Nikita	Khrushchev	himself.	It	is	a	tragedy,	
then,	 that	he	never	 8lew	 into	 space	again.	He	was	killed	
on	March	27th	1968	in	an	aeroplane	crash,	at	the	age	of	
just	34.	

Yuri	Gagarin	embarked	on	the	most	dangerous	8light	ev-
er	known	to	mankind,	which	kick-started	space	explora-
tion	that	we	see	today.	In	part,	Gagarin	is	responsible	for:	
the	moon	landings,	the	ISS	and	the	space	shuttle.	In	fact,	
any	and	all	advances	in	space	should	be	dedicated	to	this	
one	 remarkable	 man	 and	 hopefully,	 if	 the	 human	 race	
ever	does	colonise	another	planet	or	discovers	new	gal-
axies,	it	will	never	forget	the	father	of	modern	space	ex-
ploration.	 He	 had	 gone	where	 no	man	 had	 been	 before	
and	 in	doing	 so,	 he	 truly	did	open	up	 a	new	world.	 Fit-
tingly,	Gagarin	phrases	it	best:	 “The	 earth	 is	 blue.	 How	
wonderful.	It	is	amazing”	

that changed the world 

Top: Gagarin with Nikita Khrushchev, who later pre-
sented him with his honour - ‘Hero of the Soviet Union’ 

Bottom: Gagarin, then a global superstar, being paraded 
through the streets of Manchester, UK  
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May 1932 Amelia Earhart   

By Tom Garrett and Ilyas Shirwani, Years 12 and 8 

W 
ashington	 DC’s	 National	 Air	 and	 Space	
Museum	houses	some	truly	awe-inspiring	
exhibits.	From	the	glider	fashioned	by	the	
Wright	 Brothers	 for	 their	 8irst	 ever	 8light	

to	Charles	Lindbergh’s	‘Spirit	of	St	Louis’,	the	halls	of	the	
museum	are	 8illed	with	 the	 crafts	of	 innovators	of	 avia-
tion.	However,	among	such	legendary	aircraft,	one	aero-
plane	still	manages	to	hold	 its	own	and	draw	signi8icant	
crowds	 –	 a	 bright	 red	 Lockheed	 5B	 Vega.	Why?	 It	 was	
piloted	by	none	other	than	Amelia	Earhart,	 the	pioneer-
ing	20th	century	airwoman.	
	
Though	 Earhart	 had	 the	 spirit	 of	 adventure	 so	 clearly	
present	in	her	life	from	a	young	age	–	she	loved	exploring	
her	neighbourhood	with	her	sister,	Grace,	from	an	early	
age	 –	 the	 interest	 in	 8lying	 came	 at	 a	 later	 stage.	When	
8irst	confronted	with	an	aircraft	at	the	tender	age	of	10,	it	
was	 of	 little	 concern	 to	 her.	 The	 ‘rickety	 8livver’	 at	 the	
Iowa	 State	 Fair	 did	 nothing	 to	 pique	 her	 interest,	 de-
scribing	 it	as	a	 thing	of	rusty	wire	and	wood	and	not	at	
all	interesting.’	However,	
as	 Earhart	 grew	older,	 a	
fascination	 with	 the	 air	
became	apparent.	
	
Earhart’s	 developing	
interest	 in	 8lying	 can	
largely	 be	 attributed	 to	
her	 father.	 A	 record-
breaking	aviator	in	his	own	right,	Frank	Hawks	took	his	
daughter	on	a	8light	near	the	end	of	1920.	Earhart	stated,	
‘By	 the	 time	 I	had	gotten	 two	or	 three	hundred	 feet	 off	
the	ground,	I	knew	I	had	to	8ly.’	Moving	from	job	to	job	in	
order	to	scrape	together	the	$1000	needed	for	8lying	les-
sons,	 she	 began	 to	 learn	 in	 January	 1921	 under	 Neta	
Snook’s	tutelage,	another	pioneering	airwoman.	
	
The	year	progressed	with	Earhart	growing	in	con8idence	
and	 becoming	 more	 pro8icient	 in	 the	 air.	 On	 October	

22nd,	 she	 broke	 a	 world	 record	 (the	 8irst	 of	 many	 over	
her	career)	by	8lying	an	aircraft	to	an	altitude	of	14	000	
feet,	 the	highest	 for	a	 female	pilot.	By	May,	Earhart	had	
completed	 her	 journey	 to	 become	 a	 bona	 8ide	 8lier,	 re-
ceiving	 her	 pilot’s	 license	 and	 becoming	 only	 the	 16th	
woman	to	be	issued	with	one.	
	
Now	a	pro8icient	8lyer	in	the	eyes	of	the	law,	Earhart	be-
gan	 to	 plan	 bigger	 and	 better	 8lights.	 In	 recent	 years,	
there	 had	 been	 many	 innovative	 pilots,	 and	 she	 drew	
inspiration	from	the	big	names	that	dominated	the	avia-
tion	 world.	 Charles	 Lindbergh,	 Ruth	 Nichols	 and	 the	
aforementioned	Neta	Snook	were	but	three	of	the	people	
who	spurred	on	Earhart,	pushing	her	towards	her	goals.	
After	being	part	of	an	Atlantic-8lying	team	of	three	(such	
a	 8light	was	 considered	 ‘too	dangerous’	 for	 a	woman	 to	
undertake	herself),	Earhart	 looked	 to	make	 the	 journey	
solo	 in	 1932.	 Prior	 to	 this,	 Charles	 Lindbergh	 was	 the	
only	person	to	have	done	this	alone,	although	Ruth	Nich-
ols	made	a	valiant	attempt	in	1931,	but	her	8light	ended	

abruptly	after	a	 crash	 in	
Canada.	
	
Though	presented	with	a	
plethora	 of	 obstacles	 to	
overcome,	 Amelia	 Ear-
hart	 remained	 vigilant	
and	 quietly	 con8ident	 in	
her	abilities,	meticulous-

ly	 planning	 the	 8light.	 As	 it	 was	 Lindbergh’s	 ground-
breaking	8light	which	she	was	trying	to	replicate,	much	of	
her	 preparation	 and	 journey	 could	 be	 seen	 as	 paying	
homage	to	the	great	airman.	A	similar	Lockheed	Vega	5B	
was	used	and	Paris	was	set	as	the	destination	across	the	
pond,	both	steps	taken	to	emulate	Lindbergh’s	journey.	
	
On	 the	 morning	 of	 the	 20th	 May,	 Earhart	 set	 off	 from	
Harbour	 Grace,	 Newfoundland.	 Though	 she	 had	 little	
desire	to	be	recognised	for	her	actions,	there	was	signi8i-

Earhart had proven that no journey was too 

difficult for a woman, and that female pi-

lots were on an even keel with their male 

counterparts 
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cant	 interest	 in	 her	 journey.	 A	 copy	 of	 the	 Telegraph-
Journal	 was	given	to	Earhart	to	present	once	she	arrived	
in	 Paris	 to	 con8irm	 the	 date	 of	 the	 8light.	 As	 the	 world	
watched,	Amelia	Earhart	began	her	journey.	
	
As	later	detailed	in	her	books,	there	was	sizable	demand	
for	Earhart	 to	 recount	 the	 events	 of	 the	 8light,	with	her	
journey	 being	 far	 from	 smooth.	A	 leaky	 fuel	 tank	was	 a	
major	issue,	but	paled	in	comparison	to	the	cracked	man-
ifold	 that	 near	 engulfed	 the	 engine	 in	 8lames.	 The	 dis-
tance	is	not	to	be	disregarded,	either;	 in	an	aircraft	con-

sidered	primitive	by	today’s	standards,	 the	transatlantic	

passage	took	almost	15	hours.	Earhart	suffered	from	sig-

ni8icant	8light	fatigue,	and	was	plagued	with	problems	for	

the	duration	of	her	8light.	However,	be	it	luck	or	skill,	she	

was	able	to	deal	with	all	of	the	issues	onboard	and	press	

onwards.	 One	 particular	 instance,	 when	 ice	 formed	 on	

the	 Vega’s	 wings	 and	 caused	 a	 3,000	 ft	 descent	 to	 just	

above	the	waves,	highlights	the	quick	thinking	and	skills	

of	America’s	most	celebrated	female	pilot.	

	

Though	 Paris	 was	 the	 ideal	 destination,	 Earhart	 was	

forced	to	land	at	a	farm	in	Derry	in	Northern	Ireland	due	

to	technical	dif8iculties	and	deteriorating	weather	condi-

tions.	 Still,	 this	 premature	 landing	 was	 of	 little	 im-

portance,	 because	 Earhart	 had	 become	 the	 8irst	 solo	

woman	to	cross	the	Atlantic	Ocean.	Considering	the	dif8i-

culties	that	she	encountered	on	the	8light,	it	seems	almost	

miraculous	 that	 she	 was	 able	 to	 complete	 the	 journey	

with	 no	 assistance	 in	 the	 plane.	 This	 legendary	 8light	

stands	as	testament	to	the	skill,	determination	and	hard	

work	of	an	extraordinary	pilot.	Earhart	had	proven	that	

no	journey	was	too	dif8icult	for	a	woman,	and	that	female	

pilots	were	 to	be	on	an	even	keel	with	their	male	coun-

terparts.		

	

After	 her	 initial	 8light	 over	 the	 Atlantic	 (as	 part	 of	 a	

team),	Earhart	received	international	 fame	and	this	was	

considerably	 enhanced	 by	 her	 1932	 solo	 attempt.	 Yet,	

however	high	she	8lew	and	however	eager	the	press	was	

to	 get	 involved,	 she	 remained	 grounded	 and	 humble,	

more	 than	 once	 insisting	 that	 she	 did	 not	 deserve	 the	

fame	 thrust	 upon	 her.	 Though	 clearly	 unwilling	 to	 take	

up	residence	in	the	 limelight,	Earhart	graciously	accept-

ed	 the	many	different	honours	offered	after	her	voyage,	

with	 the	 Distinguished	 Flying	 Cross	 being	 one	 notable	

accolade.	Also,	she	became	friends	with	many	in8luential	

and	 powerful	 people,	 with	 Eleanor	 Roosevelt	 among	

those	 Earhart	 rubbed	 shoulders	 with.	 Though	 coming	

from	hugely	different	backgrounds,	 the	 two	 found	com-

mon	ground,	with	women’s	causes	and	the	air	uniting	the	

two.	Roosevelt	even	obtained	a	student	permit	for	8lying	

shortly	afterwards.	

	

Buoyed	by	the	huge	success	of	her	famous	8light,	Amelia	

Earhart	began	to	set	her	sights	on	another	achievement;	

8lying	around	the	world.	The	proposed	29	000	mile	jour-

ney	was	to	be	completed	in	stages,	with	experienced	nav-

igator	Fred	Noonan	accompanying	Earhart.	However,	the	

1937	 expedition	 ended	 suddenly.	 On	 the	 last	 leg	 of	 the	

journey,	a	trip	across	the	Paci8ic	Ocean,	Earhart,	Noonan	

and	the	plane	went	missing.	The	intended	destination	of	

Howard	 Island	 was	 never	 reached.	 It	 is	 possible	 that	

faulty	 radio	 navigation	was	 to	 blame,	 but	 for	 all	 of	 the	

speculation	in	the	decades	after	the	disappearance,	little	

headway	has	been	made	in	the	search	for	an	explanation.	

There	has,	 of	 course,	 been	mass	 speculation,	with	 theo-

ries	circulating	regarding	a	crash,	arrival	at	an	uninhabit-

ed	island	or	capture	by	Japanese	forces,	but	little	weight	

seems	 to	 be	 carried	by	 any	of	 the	 theories.	Amelia	Ear-

hart	was	declared	dead	in	absentia	in	1939.	

	

Though	 Amelia	 Earhart’s	 career	 ended	 in	 questionable	

circumstances	(her	disappearance	remains	a	mystery	to	

this	 day)	 the	 impact	 that	 she	 had	 on	 both	 the	world	 of	

commercial	 aviation	 and	 attitudes	 towards	 women	 is	

unquestionable.	 However	 brief	 her	 career	 may	 have	

been,	Earhart’s	actions	were	both	inspirational	and	trail-

blazing	 and	 the	 solo	 crossing	of	 the	Atlantic	Ocean	was	

perhaps	the	most	spectacular	of	all		

Earhart lands in Derry, much to the delight of the on looking crowds 
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By James Hudson and Nathan Livingstone

O 
n	 the	 15th	 June	 1215,	 in	 Runnymede,	 King	

John	 of	 England	 placed	 his	 seal	 on	 a	 docu-

ment	 which	 contained	 63	 clauses,	 detailing	

the	responsibilities	of	the	crown	and	its	sub-

jects;	the	Magna	Carta.	King	John	had	8inally	succumbed	

to	a	core	group	of	rebellious	barons,	who	had	drafted	the	

original	 “article	 of	 the	 barons”	 after	 years	 of	 increasing	

discontent	at	his	rule.	

	

One	factor	that	led	to	the	signing	of	the	Magna	Carta	was	

King	John’s	 loss	of	 land	in	France.	For	many	years,	Eng-

land	had	owned	land	in	France,	which	the	monarchy	had	

defended	 primarily	 using	 money	 and	 men	 supplied	 by	

English	barons.	However,	 in	1209,	King	Philip	of	France	

invaded	the	English	occupied	territory	of	Normandy	and	

drove	 them	out.	This	was	not	an	 isolated	event,	as	King	
John	suffered	repeated	defeats	throughout	his	reign	and	
was	never	regarded	as	a	successful	military	commander.	
The	most	signi8icant	defeat	was	his	failed	attempt	to	re-
claim	Normandy	in	1214,	at	the	Battle	of	Bouvines.	As	a	
result,	 King	 John	 returned	 home	 to	 a	 volatile	 situation,	
having	 squandered	 much	 of	 his	 resources.	 John	 added	
fuel	to	the	8ire	by	appointing	Peter	des	Roche	as	his	chief	
administrator.	This	is	because	whilst	John	was	in	France,	
Roche	bombarded	the	English	barons	with	demands	for	
service	 and	 money.	 Therefore,	 when	 John	 returned	 to	
England	seeking	more	currency	through	increased	taxes,	
the	barons	were	already	aggrieved.	
	
The	discontent	of	many	of	the	English	barons	was	anoth-
er	 in8luential	 factor	 in	 the	 drafting	 of	 the	Magna	 Carta.	
During	 the	reign	of	King	 John,	 the	 feudal	system	was	 in	
place,	which	meant	 the	King,	 in	 return	 for	 their	 loyalty,	
obedience	 and	 military	 service,	 gave	 the	 barons	 land.	
This	was	also	known	as	knight	service,	where	the	provi-
sion	 of	 knights	 for	 campaigns	 or	 a	 8inancial	 equivalent	
was	compulsory.	The	barons	became	increasingly	aggra-
vated	by	these	8inancial	demands,	especially	as	King	John	
made	false	claims	for	campaigns	that	did	not	take	place.	
Another	factor	that	antagonised	the	barons	was	the	rul-
ing	that	when	they	died,	if	their	heir	was	under	age,	the	
land	would	revert	back	to	the	King	who	would	sell	it	on	
and	claim	the	money	for	himself.	In	order	to	reclaim	the	
land,	after	coming	of	age,	their	heir	would	have	to	pay	a	
relief	tax.	
	
The	 8inal	 key	 contributing	 factor	 to	 the	 signing	 of	 the	
Magna	 Carta	 was	 religion	 and	 King	 John’s	 relationship	
with	the	church.	The	traditional	method	of	appointing	a	
bishop	was	laid	down	by	church	law.		The	candidate	was	
8irstly	 elected	 by	 the	 staff	 of	 a	 cathedral,	 which	 would	
then	have	to	receive	papal	con8irmation.	In	addition,	the	
monarch’s	approval	would	be	sought.	Yet,	 in	1206,	 John	
fell	 into	dispute	with	Rome	over	 the	pope’s	 selection	of	
the	new	Archbishop	of	Canterbury.	 John	objected	to	the	
pope’s	 choice	and	appointment	of	 Stephen	Langton	and	
refused	him	entry	 into	England	until	 1213.	 In	 response	
the	pope	banned	all	church	services	in	England	in	1207.	
The	King	and	the	people	of	England	were	scared,	worry-
ing	that	they	would	be	refused	entrance	to	heaven	if	una-
ble	 to	 demonstrate	 their	 commitment	 and	 faith	 by	 at-
tending	 church.	 The	 pope	 punished	 John	 further	 by	 ex-
communicating	 him	 in	 1209.	 King	 John	 was	 forced	 to	
back	down	and	accept	the	powers	of	the	Catholic	Church,	

with	services	being	reinstated	and	many	privileges	being	
bestowed	upon	 the	 church	 in	1214.	However,	 the	 dam-
age	was	done	and	yet	again	King	John’s	action	had	aggra-
vated	the	English	people.	
	
Eventually,	King	John	was	left	without	any	option,	but	to	
reluctantly	sign	the	Magna	Carta,	for	the	barons	were	so	
antagonised	that	con8lict	was	near.	Without	intending	to,	
John	had	started	the	political	evolution	which	occurs	up	
to	the	present	day.	
	
The	 8irst	great	effect	of	 the	 charter	became	evident	 less	
than	two	months	after	the	agreement	was	made,	as	King	
John	never	possessed	any	intention	to	abide	by	this	new	
document	 which	 limited	 his	 power.	 For	 example,	 he	
failed	to	terminate	his	use	of	hired,	 foreign	soldiers	and	
John	even	dispatched	a	copy	of	the	charter	to	Pope	Inno-
cent	 III,	 who	 would	 naturally	 oppose	 any	 attempts	 to	

June 1215 Ma
The document

King John delivering Magna Carta to the Barons, painted b
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restrict	the	authority	of	a	ruler.	Thus,	on	the	24th	August	
1215	the	Pope	annulled	the	Magna	Carta.	The	end	result	
was	 two	 years	 of	 bloody	 civil	 war,	 in	 which	 Louis	 of	
France	 (8irst-born	 son	 of	 King	 Philip	 II)	 gained	 large	
parts	 of	 England.	 Yet	 in	 1216,	 John	 died	 whilst	 on	 the	
offensive,	 leaving	 the	 throne	 to	 his	 nine	 year	 old	 heir,	
Henry	 III,	 whose	 advisors	 were	 resolute	 on	 ending	 the	
war	and	breaking	 from	the	 traditional	ruling	style.	This	
short	con8lict,	now	known	as	the	First	Barons’	War,	ulti-
mately	 settled	 the	 dispute	 between	 the	 monarchy	 and	
barons	 because	 the	 charter	 was	 re-published	 (albeit	
with	 some	 unfavourable	 clauses	 now	 missing),	 which	
restored	loyalty	to	the	crown	and	convinced	the	barons	
that	the	young	King,	along	with	his	advisors,	did	 intend	
to	change	the	governing	system.			
	
The	main	 result	 of	 the	 charter,	 in	 the	13th	 century,	was	
that	it	signalled	the	end	of	an	absolute	monarchy	in	Eng-

land,	 because	 it	 led	 to	 the	 introduction	 of	 the	 ‘rule	 of	
law’,	where	no-one	(not	even	the	monarchs)	were	above	
the	law,	restricting	the	power	of	the	ruler	and	thus	legiti-
mising	opposition	to	subjective	rule	.	The	document	also	
assisted	 the	 growth	 of	 the	 common	 law	 and	 made	 the	
justice	 system	 less	 corrupt,	 permitting	 fairer	 trials	 for	
many	 people.	 Still,	 the	 villeins	 (who	 made	 up	 almost	
40%	of	 the	 population)	 remained	 legally	 unfree	 and	 at	
their	nobles’	mercy;	 this	proves	 that	 the	charter	mostly	
produced	change	at	the	higher	levels	of	the	hierarchical	
society	 in	England.	The	Magna	Carta	satis8ied	the	griev-
ances	of	many	of	the	couple	of	hundred	barons	and	doz-
en	earls	in	the	country,	for	it	greatly	reduced	the	in8lated	
inheritance	 tax	 that	 they	had	to	pay,	 from	thousands	of	
pounds	to	only	£100	and	it	began	to	divide	the	power	up	
amongst	 the	upper	 ruling	classes	of	Britain.	Hence,	 less	
than	 half	 a	 century	 on	 from	 the	 events	 at	 Runnymede,	
England	had	a	parliament	to	represent	the	wishes	of	the	
barons.	
	
The	longevity	of	the	Magna	Carta	is	most	clearly	present-
ed	 through	the	 formation	of	 the	United	States	Constitu-
tion,	because	this	document	was	heavily	inspired	by	and	
based	 upon	 this	 old	 English	 charter.	 It	 possessed	 such	
great	in8luence	in	America	at	the	time,	since	they	viewed	
it	 as	 a	 document	 endorsing	 the	 people’s	 rights	 in	 re-
sistance	 to	 a	 repressive	 ruler;	 the	 Americans	 felt	 the	
same	way	about	their	treatment	from	Britain.	Therefore,	
many	ideas	and	clauses	in	the	United	States	Constitution	
and	Bill	of	Rights	have	great	similarity	to	points	stated	in	
the	Magna	Carta.	For	example,	 freedom	 from	unauthor-
ised	searches	and	seizures,	as	well	as	the	concept	of	rep-
resentative	 government	 feature	 in	 both	 the	British	 and	
American	documents.	As	the	charter	was	used	so	heavily	
by	the	Americans,	this	exhibits	the	strength	of	the	Magna	
Carta,	 because	 it	 contained	modern	principles	 ahead	 of	
its	time	in	the	medieval	era;	it	was	still	very	relevant	500	
years	later.	The	United	States	have	progressed	to	argua-
bly	 become	 the	 greatest	 world	 power	 of	 current	 times	
and	 the	 fact	 that	 the	 United	 States	 Archives	 displays	 a	
1297	copy	of	the	famous	document	may	show	how	inval-
uable	it	was	to	them	in	creating	a	successful	country.			
	
Finally,	the	document	is	still	partially	relevant	in	English	
law,	with	 three	clauses	 still	 enforced	 today:	 the	English	
Church	will	remain	free	from	royal	intervention,	the	City	
of	London	and	all	other	towns	and	ports	will	have	liberty	
and	free	customs	and	free	people	shall	not	be	arrested	or	
imprisoned	without	fair	trial.	The	philosophies	from	this	
charter	still	have	an	 impact	 today,	whether	 they	are	di-
rectly	or	indirectly	part	of	current	law	across	the	globe,	
because	 it	has	certainly	helped	to	shape	 the	democracy	
and	 administrative	 structure	 that	 exists	 in	 many	 coun-
tries	around	the	world	today.	
	
In	conclusion,	the	Magna	Carta	signi8ied	the	end	of	arbi-
trary	 rule	 and	 the	 beginning	 of	 a	 proper	 constitutional	
monarchy	in	England.	The	agreement	was	of	great	politi-
cal	magnitude	and	advancing	onwards	from	this	charter,	
a	point	has	been	reached	where	Britain	and	many	other	
countries	now	hold	the	belief	that	all	people	are	free	and	
equal,	 entitled	 to	 one	 vote	 in	democratic	 elections.	The	
signing	 of	 the	 document	 was	 a	 major	 turning	 point	 in	
European	 politics	 and	 this	 is	 accentuated	 by	 the	 global	
resonance	that	the	charter	still	possesses	today	

Magna Carta 
The document that shaped democracy 

King John delivering Magna Carta to the Barons, painted by John Hamilton Mortimer just before his death in 1779 
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On	the	12th	April	1961,	the	Soviet	cosmonaut	Yuri	Gaga-
rin	became	the	8irst	man	to	orbit	the	Earth.	
	
Before	 Gagarin’s	 launch,	 support	 for	 a	 manned	 space	
program	 was	 less	 than	 ecstatic	 in	 the	 USA.	 In	 fact,	 in	
1961	Kennedy	had	rejected	a	request	for	funding	to	put	a	
man	on	the	moon,	due	to	a	lack	of	popular	support.	How-
ever,	 the	proud	nation	 that	 is	America	decided	 that	 she	
should	be	the	best,	the	biggest	and	the	fastest.	She	would	
not	be	made	to	 look	inferior	to	her	biggest	rival.	 Just	as	
George	Washington	rallied	against	the	oppressive	British	
and	Donald	Trump	rallied	against	the	Mexicans,	Kennedy	
rallied	against	the	USSR.	
	
Riding	 this	 wave	 of	 patriotic	 fervour,	 John	 F.	 Kennedy	
portrayed	 the	 space	 race	as	not	 just	 the	pinnacle	 in	 ex-
ploration,	 but	 as	 a	war	 on	 communism	and	 so	America	
promised	a	man	on	 the	moon	by	1970.	America	was	 to	
stamp	her	authority	on	not	 just	the	world,	but	on	space	
too.	
	
Thus,	a	new	date	has	since	been	etched	into	the	history;	
20th	July,	1969.	The	day	that	Neil	Armstrong	became	the	
8irst	 human	 to	walk	on	 the	 surface	of	 the	moon	and	he	
uttered	these	now	famous	words:	‘That's	 one	 small	 step	
for	man,	one	giant	leap	for	mankind.’ 

 

The effects of this seismic event have stretched further 

than anyone could have foreseen. This is because the 

8irst moon landing is not just the most important histori-

cal event to have happened in July, but it is also perhaps 

the most important of all time. 

 

Apollo 11 may be mankind’s greatest achievement and a 

generation on, it remains as an inspiring demonstration 

of our ability. For the 8irst time in humanity's million-

year rise from a purely animal existence, people left the 

Earth, travelled to another object in the solar system and 

were returned safely. The Apollo missions were 8iendish-

ly complex, involving at least seven separate stages and 

any failures in any one of these stages would mean, at 

best, aborting the mission (like with Apollo 13) and at 

worst, the loss of the entire crew (Apollo 1). 

 

This achievement was the product of a huge, highly or-

ganised, international effort that harnessed humanity’s 

brightest minds. The astronauts, in the words of Richard 

S. Lewis, “formed	 the	apex	of	a	 social	pyramid	comprising	

the	 scienti-ic,	 technical,	 and	 industrial	 power	 of	 a	 whole	

society.”	 In Canberra, California and Madrid, the Deep 

Space Network kept radio and television communica-

tions open between the Earth and the Moon. Between 

1966-67, the Apollo program employed 420,000 extraor-

dinary people. 

 

Furthermore, the technological advances to make Apollo 

11 a reality have had a huge in8luence in shaping the 

modern world. The computers on the Saturn V rocket 

paved the way for the modern computer circuits and the 

SD cards used in cameras and mobile phones, which 

have changed our world beyond recognition. Thanks to 

the metaphorical technology land grab, SD cards went 

from 32KB to 4MB without a change in size, a 125 fold 

increase. Amazingly, NASA scientists were also able to 

remove 99% of weight and 0% of the nutritional value 

from the food that the astronauts took into space, which 

has allowed astronauts to stay in space for a prolonged 

period of time, such as on the International Space Sta-

tion. 

 

The moon landing also had a massive political impact. 

Prior to Apollo 11, the United Nations clearly stated that 

"outer	space,	 including	the	moon	and	other	celestial	bod-

ies,	 is	 not	 subject	 to	 national	 appropriation	 by	 claim	 of	

July 1969 The Moon Landings 
By Elias Wachenje and Dilan Moore, Years 12 and 9 
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sovereignty,	 by	 means	 of	 occupation,	 or	 by	 any	 other	

means.”	 While	the	United	States,	signatory	to	the	treaty,	

could	not	claim	the	moon,	raising	the	star	spangled	ban-

ner	on	the	lunar	surface	was	still	an	expression	of	Ameri-

can	dominance	in	space	and	it	irritated	Brezhnev	severe-

ly.	The	presence	of	 the	American	 8lag	on	 the	moon	also	
marked	the	end	of	the	lengthy	space	race	and	in	turn,	it	
meant	that	America	forever	established	itself	as	superior	
to	 the	USSR.	Whilst	 the	key	man	himself	was	not	Presi-
dent	when	 the	 landings	occurred,	 given	 that	he	was	as-
sassinated	in	Dallas,	 the	moon	landings	were	the	pinna-
cle	 of	 John	F.	Kennedy's	unfortunately	 short	 career.	His	
pledge	to	put	America	on	the	moon	inspired	a	nation	and	
the	 impetus	 he	 created	 meant	 that	 the	 moon	 landings	
were	his	greatest	achievement.	For	every	dollar	spent	on	
the	Apollo	program,	ten	dollars	went	back	into	the	Amer-
ican	 economy.	 These	 iconic	 missions,	 combined	 with	 a	
new	 push	 for	 physics	 in	 American	 schools,	 inspired	 fu-
ture	 scientists,	 engineers	 and	 innovators.	 Everything	
from	heat	proo8ing,	 to	non-fog	goggles,	 to	food	sterilisa-
tion,	were	spawned	by	space	 technology.	Unfortunately,	
the	political	impetus	that	the	Cold	War	and	Kennedy	in-
jected	into	the	space	program	also	created	the	conditions	
for	its	later	decline.	Once	the	Moon	landings	were	accom-
plished	 and	 the	 propaganda	 victory	 over	 Stalinism	
achieved,	Washington’s	 interest	 in	manned	space	explo-
ration	waned.	Humans	have	not	been	back	 to	 the	moon	
since	1972.	
	
Moreover,	there	is	a	large	group	of	people,	including	the	
current	Russian	government,	that	believe	that	the	moon	
landing	was	 in	 fact	 a	 hoax,	 an	 elaborate	 lie	 intended	 to	
establish	America	as	‘dominant’	and	to	end	an	expensive	
space	race.	They	point	to	scienti8ic	anomalies	present	in	
the	footage,	 like	moon	gear	 falling	out	of	backpacks	at	a	
speed	 not	 consistent	 with	 moon	 gravity.	 They	 also	 cite	
the	 8lag	 moving,	 despite	 there	 being	 no	 wind	 (the	 8lag	

waved	a	little	when	deployed	due	to	residual	momentum	
from	contact	with	the	astronauts)	and	a	lack	of	convinc-
ing	depth	 in	 the	 footage	 (the	 result	of	 the	highly	 re8lec-
tive	 surface	 of	 the	 Moon	 and	 the	 wide-angle	 cameras	
used	 by	 the	 astronauts).	 Perhaps	 most	 interestingly,	
leaked	 footage	of	 the	Apollo	11	 astronauts	 shows	 them	
faking	a	shot	whilst	in	8light,	by	putting	black	paper	on	a	
camera	 lens.	 When	 the	 paper	 is	 removed,	 it	 seems	 as	
though	the	astronauts	are	in	fact	in	Earth	orbit.	However,	
NASA	 have	 debunked	 most	 of	 these	 claims	 and	 the	
strongest	 evidence	 for	 proving	 that	 the	 moon	 landings	
did	 happen	 can	 be	 found	 in	 Sutton	 Grammar’s	 physics	
lab.	 If	 you	 shine	 a	high	powered	 laser	 at	 the	 site	 of	 the	
Apollo	 11	 landing,	 the	 beam	 will	 hit	 a	 mirror	 that	 the	
astronauts	 left	 there;	with	the	right	equipment,	you	will	
read	an	energy	response	caused	by	the	mirror	re8lecting	
the	 laser	back.	This	 seemingly	provides	 solid	proof	 that	
humans	have	indeed	conquered	space.	
	
Unfortunately,	for	those	who	deny	the	landings,	the	reali-
ty	 is	 that	 the	 lunar	 landings	 are	 not	 just	 important	 for	
winning	 America	 the	 space	 race,	 defeating	 communism	
or	 inventing	a	better	 future:	 they	 inspired	a	generation.	
They	displayed	that	humans	are	capable	of	achieving	the	
most	outlandish	fantasies	with	the	right	application	and	
cooperation.	Additionally,	they	showed	that	humans	can	
overcome	what	was	seem	to	be	the	most	insurmountable	
challenges.	Surely	then,	for	these	reasons,	the	landing	of	
Apollo	11	on	 the	moon	 is	 the	most	signi8icant	historical	
event	to	have	occurred	in	the	month	of	July	and	as	previ-
ously	mentioned,	 it	may	well	 be	 our	 de8ining	 historical	
moment	as	a	species.	
	
In	the	words	of	 the	 late	John	F.	Kennedy,	"we	choose	to	
go	 to	 the	moon,	not	because	 it	 is	 easy,	but	because	 it	 is	
hard.”	
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August 1945 Hiroshima 
By Matthew Sparks and Luka Jojic, Years 12 and 10 

A 
fter	four	years	of	brutal	8ighting	and	nearly	80	

million	 deaths,	 Japan	was	 the	 last	 Axis	 nation	

standing.	Surrounded	by	treacherous	waters,	it	

was	a	tough	island	to	conquer,	yet	 its	military	

power	still	posed	a	threat	to	world	peace.			

		

The	 Americans	 took	 action,	 but	 an	 invasion	 of	 Japan,	
codenamed	 “Operation	Downfall”,	would	 have	 been	 too	

costly	and	casualty	predictions	were	extremely	high.	De-

pending	on	the	degree	to	which	Japanese	civilians	would	

have	resisted	the	invasion,	estimates	ran	up	into	the	mil-

lions	 of	 Allied	 casualties.	 Realising	 that	 a	 land	 invasion	

was	thus	not	a	viable	option,	the	Americans	had	to	think	

of	another	plan.	Fortunately	for	the	Allies,	over	the	past	

few	years,	 the	Manhattan	Project	had	begun	to	produce	

the	8irst	nuclear	weapons.	The	Manhattan	Project	began	
modestly	 in	 1939,	 but	 grew	 to	 employ	 more	 than	
130,000	 people	 and	 cost	 nearly	 $2	 billion;	 it	 eventually	
developed	 the	 only	 nuclear	 bombs	 to	 have	 ever	 been	
dropped	in	combat.	
		

Despite	 years	 of	 researching	 nuclear	 technology,	 the	
American	 forces	 still	did	not	 fully	know	 the	capabilities	
of	the	atomic	bomb.	It	is	possible	that	Hiroshima	was	just	
an	 experiment,	 testing	 the	 devastation	 that	 the	weapon	
could	cause.	In	a	war	with	80	million	deaths,	the	US	may	
have	felt	it	was	acceptable	to	kill	around	100,000	people	
and	 end	 the	 con8lict.	 After	 much	 debate,	 the	 order	 to	
drop	 the	 atomic	 bomb	 on	Hiroshima	was	 issued	on	 the	
25th	July.	Within	three	weeks	of	the	command	being	is-
sued,	on	the	6th	of	August	1945,	the	atomic	bomb	“little	
boy”	 was	 dropped	 on	 the	 city	 of	 Hiroshima.	 The	 8ire-

storm	in	Hiroshima	ultimately	destroyed	13	square	kilo-

metres	 (5	 square	miles)	 of	 the	 city.	 Nearly	 92%	 of	 the	

structures	in	the	city	had	been	either	destroyed	or	dam-

aged	 by	 blast	 and	 8ire.	 3	 days	 later,	 another	 bomb,	 “fat	

man”	was	dropped	on	Nagasaki;	 this	 in	 turn	caused	the	

Japanese	to	surrender,	in	doing	so	ending	the	war.	

		

There	 are	 numerous	 reasons	 to	 suggest	 that	 the	 bomb	

caused	 the	Cold	War.	 It	 is	 likely	 that	 it	 changed	Stalin’s	

attitude,	 because	 even	 though	 he	 knew	 about	 the	Man-

hattan	project,	he	was	annoyed	that	he	wasn’t	 informed	

about	the	bomb	and	its	detonation	caused	a	power	strug-

gle	 between	 the	 global	 superpowers.	 Due	 to	 this,	 Stalin	

encouraged	 his	 scientists	 to	 develop	 their	 own	 nuclear	

weapons.	Stalin	believed	that	Truman	dropped	the	bomb	

on	the	 Japanese	not	only	 to	end	the	war,	but	also	 to	 in-

timidate	 the	 Russians,	 by	 showing	 the	 power	 that	 the	

bomb	possessed.	This	increased	the	tension	between	the	

two	 leaders.	 Stalin	 instructed	 his	 diplomats	 to	 take	 a	

tougher	 position	 against	 the	 west.	 	 Then,	 in	 February	
1946,	 he	 gave	 the	 famous	 ‘Bolshoi	 speech’,	 accusing	
America	 of	 using	 its	 atomic	 advantage	 for	 imperial-
ism.	 	 As	 such,	 it	 is	 clear	 that	 the	 development	 of	 the	
atomic	bomb	directly	contributed	to	the	entrenched	po-
litical	positions	of	the	Cold	War.	 It	 is	plausible	that	Tru-
man	 himself	 changed	 after	 Hiroshima,	 becoming	 more	
aggressive	towards	the	Russians	and	this	is	evidenced	as	
he	switched	from	pro-Soviet	advisors	to	anti-communist	
advisors,	 such	 as	 Stimson	 and	 Byrnes.	 Finally,	 he	 also	

developed	a	confrontational	attitude	 -	 'I'm	sick	of	baby-
ing	 the	 Soviets'	 was	 a	 line	 exemplifying	 his	 stance	 to-
wards	the	Communists.	Whilst	Hiroshima	ended	the	big-
gest	war	in	history,	there	is	no	denying	that	it	also	start-
ed	something	equally	harrowing,	a	‘cold’	war	that	would	
last	for	decades.	
		
However,	 these	 weapons	 that	 played	 a	 major	 role	 in	
causing	 the	 tension,	 almost	 certainly	 ensured	 that	 the	
war	did	not	erupt	into	a	third	World	War.	The	fearsome,	
indiscriminate	 destructive	 power	 of	 a	 nuclear	 strike	
ironically	safeguarded	peace	due	to	a	concept	known	as	
Mutually	 Assured	 Destruction.	 Mutually	 Assured	 De-
struction,	or	MAD	as	 it	 is	 8ittingly	known,	was	an	assur-
ance	that	a	nuclear	attack	from	Soviets	would	lead	to	an	
immediate	 and	 equally	 devastating	 nuclear	 retaliation	
from	 the	Unites	States	 (or	 vice	versa).	Due	 to	 this,	both	
the	US	and	the	Soviets	failed	to	engage	in	direct	battle	at	
any	point	during	 the	war,	 fearful	of	provoking	 their	op-

The Hiroshima Commercial Museum, in 1938 (left) and in 1946 (right), was only 300m from ground zero 
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ponents	 into	a	nuclear	attack.	Therefore,	a	nation’s	pos-
session	 of	 nuclear	 weapons	 is	 known	 as	 their	 nuclear	
deterrent,	as	 they	act	 to	dissuade	other	 territories	 from	
attacking.	
		
Unfortunately,	 the	 fall	of	 the	Soviet	Union	and	 the	coin-
ciding	 end	 of	 the	 Cold	War	 did	 not	 lead	 to	widespread	
disarmament	 and	 instead	 countries	 have	 continued	 to	
develop	 nuclear	 weapons.	 Developing	 nations	 such	 as	
Pakistan	and	India,	along	with	threatened	countries	such	
as	 Iran	 and	 Israel	 have	 persevered	 with	 their	 nuclear	
programmes	and	this	has	no	doubt	contributed	to	many	
of	the	tense	international	relationships.	
		
In	line	with	much	of	modern	politics,	similarly	to	a	little	
child	with	toys,	those	with	nuclear	weapons	do	not	want	
to	 share.	 Between	 1945	 and	 1964,	 8ive	 countries	
(America,	the	USSR-now	Russia,	the	UK,	France	and	Chi-
na)	 developed	 nuclear	 weapons.	 Since	 1964,	 only	 four	
nations	 (Israel,	 India,	 Pakistan	 and	 North	 Korea)	 have	
also	added	nuclear	arms	to	their	defence	repertoire,	de-
spite	 the	 manufacturing	 technology	 and	 atomic	
knowledge	 having	 advanced	 leaps	 and	 bounds.	 Whilst	
the	 slow	 uptake	 of	 nuclear	 armaments	 could	 be	 due	 to	
territories	 seeing	 them	 as	 unnecessary,	 this	 seems	 un-
likely.		
	
Much	more	plausible	is	the	theory	that	states	with	nucle-
ar	weapons	enjoy	the	status	and	power	that	comes	with	
possession	of	nuclear	warheads	and	hence	do	not	want	
other	states	to	match	this.	This	 is	given	credence	by	the	
Treaty	 on	 the	 Non-Proliferation	 of	 Nuclear	 Weapons,	
more	commonly	referred	to	as	the	NPT.	This	treaty’s	pur-
pose	 is	 to	 prevent	 the	 spread	 of	 nuclear	 weapons	 and	
technology	from	the	8ive	signatories	(America,	the	USSR-
now	 Russia,	 the	 UK,	 France	 and	 China)	 to	 other	 states.	
Whilst	 signed	 under	 the	 pretence	 of	 protecting	 peace,	
there	seems	to	have	certainly	been	an	ulterior	motive.	It	
obviously	 hasn’t	 addressed	 the	 geographical	 imbalance	
of	 nuclear	 weapons,	 with	 all	 signatories	 being	 in	 the	
northern	hemisphere	 and	with	 no	 representatives	 from	
South	 America,,	 Africa	 or	 Australasia.	 The	 imbalance	
does	not	 stop	 there;	 all	 8ive	 signatories	are	also	 located	
within	the	top	seven	countries	for	total	GDP	and	are	the	
8ive	permanent	members	of	the	UN	Security	Council,	the	
only	countries	therefore	to	hold	veto	powers	within	the	
UN.	
		
These	facts	have	not	been	missed	by	other	Nations.	India	
has	 criticised	 the	NPT	 on	 the	 grounds	 that	 “it	 creates	 a	

world	of	nuclear	haves	and	have-nots”	and	maintains	the	
view	that	the	NPT	“is	in	many	ways	a	neo-colonial	regime	

designed	 to	 deny	 security	 to	 post-colonial	 powers.”	De-

spite	 denying	 this,	 the	 US	 have	 continued	 to	 refuse	 to	

acknowledge	 India	 as	 a	 nuclear-weapon	 state	 and	 even	

signed	the	Hyde	Act	 into	US	 law,	stipulating	 that	 the	US	

will	cease	all	cooperation	with	India	(economically,	polit-

ically	and	militarily),	if	India	continue	with	their	nuclear	

programme.	India	is	not	the	only	vexed	non-signatory	by	

any	means	though.	A	key	8igure	in	Pakistan’s	nuclear	pro-

gramme	–	Abdul	Qadeer	Khan	-	has	admitted	to	purchas-

ing	 and	 selling	 nuclear	 components	 for	 Pakistan	 on	 the	

black	market	due	to	the	international	restrictions	on	nu-

clear	 components	 imposed	 by	 the	 NPT.	 Many	 of	 these	

components	are	likely	to	be	out	of	date	and	as	such	pose	

a	huge	 risk	 to	Pakistan	and	other	buyers,	 allegedly	 Iran	

and	 Libya,	 as	 a	 failure	 could	 cause	 a	 Chernobyl-esque	

accident.	

		

Perhaps	 even	more	 dangerous,	 is	 the	 threat	 of	 nuclear	

action	 from	 North	 Korea’s	 erratic	 leadership.	 Whilst	

western	 nuclear	 powers	 have	 used	 North	 Korea	 as	 an	

example	 as	 to	 why	 there	 should	 be	 restrictions	 on	 the	

distribution	of	nuclear	arms,	it	is	likely	that	North	Korea	

would	 have	much	 stronger	 relations	with	 the	west	 had	

North	 Korea	 not	 had	 sanctions	 imposed	 upon	 it	 by	 the	

UN.	As	such,	they	would	pose	a	much	less	likely	threat	to	

world	peace	than	they	currently	do.	

		

Most	recently,	it	 is	alleged	that	ISIS	have	come	into	pos-

session	 of	 potentially	 weapons	 grade	 uranium.	 Having	

captured	the	city	of	Mosul,	they	ransacked	the	city’s	uni-

versities	and	are	 thought	 to	have	 found	around	40kg	of	

Uranium.	 Whether	 it	 is	 of	 a	 high	 enough	 grade	 to	 be	

weaponised	 and	whether	 the	 terrorists	 have	 the	 exper-

tise	to	do	such	a	thing	is	yet	to	be	seen,	but	it	is	certainly	

a	worrying	prospect.	

		

Whilst	this	article	has	for	the	most	part	been	a	depress-

ing	review	of	the	conundrum	of	nuclear	weapons,	explor-

ing	the	death	toll	of	the	attacks	on	Hiroshima	and	Naga-

saki	and	the	potential	Armageddon	that	would	be	caused	

by	 another	 nuclear	 attack,	 it	 is	 important	 to	 remember	

that	 another	 nuclear	 attack	 has	 not	 happened.	 It	 seems	

evident	that	the	outrageous	number	of	deaths	in	Hiroshi-

ma	and	Nagasaki	certainly	contributes	 to	the	reluctance	

to	 use	 nuclear	 weapons.	 As	 such	 it	 is	 morbidly	 ironic,	

that	the	two	largest,	instantaneous	losses	of	life	in	histo-

ry	have	prevented	and	hopefully	will	continue	to	prevent	

the	death	of	millions	more	

USS Nautilus, the first submarine to carry nuclear weapons, being official commissioned, 1954 
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September 1862 Battle of  Antietam 
By Paddy Christy-Parker and Luke Tinniswood, Years 12 and 11 

“W 
ake	Me	Up	When	September	Ends”	was	

a	 poignant	 song	 during	 a	 rock-

in8luenced	 era	 in	 America	 at	 the	 turn	

of	 the	 millennium.	 Centred	 on	 the	

theme	of	loss,	by	Green	Day,	the	single	denotes	the	death	

of	the	lead	singer’s	father	and	the	dif8icult	month	follow-

ing;	 however,	 September	 is	 also	 infamously	 known	 in	

American	history	for	a	particularly	‘red	day’;	September	

17th,	1862.	

	

The	 Northern	 States,	 under	 the	 leadership	 of	 recently	

elected	Abraham	Lincoln,	had	supported	 the	 ideals	 that	

"preserved	 the	 Union"	 of	 the	 original	 Constitution	 of	

1787.	They	believed	in	the	view	that	the	original	legisla-

tion	laid	down	by	George	Washington	should	continue	to	

stand;	 thus,	 opposing	 any	 breakaway	 (or	 secession)	 to	

form	any	other	type	of	nation	that	was	connected	to	the	

United	States.		On	the	contrary	to	a	variety	of	other	opin-

ions	(that	the	civil	war	was	due	to	disagreements	 in	 in-

dustry,	 the	 rights	 of	 the	 state	 or	 even	 the	 constitution	

itself),	 the	 war	 between	 the	 Northern	 and	 Southern	

states	was	sparked	due	to	the	contrasting	ideologies	sur-

rounding	slavery.	

	

After	 the	 election	 of	 1860	 had	 resulted	 in	 a	 victory	 for	

Lincoln’s	 Republican	 Party,	 the	 Southern	 States	 began	

organising	 a	 confederacy	 -	 a	 group	 of	 states	 defending	

slavery.	They	believed	 that	 the	central	government	had	

no	right	to	quash	the	use	of	Afro-Americans	for	wageless	

labour	 and	 that	 if	 Lincoln	 persisted	 in	 opposing	 them,	

hostilities	would	 intensify.	 However,	 even	 after	 Lincoln	

pleaded	with	 the	Southerners	 to	prevent	a	war	 in	1861	

by	 exclaiming:	 “We	 are	 not	 enemies,	 but	 friends”,	 the	

Confederate	States	still	felt	threatened	and	claimed	land	

that	they	perceived	to	be	theirs.	Both	sides	prepared	for	

war.	

	

The	Southern	States	were	led	by	their	newly-established	

President:	 Jefferson	 Davis.	 He	 took	 the	 helm	 with	 the	

support	of	six	of	the	seven	original	Southern	States	and	

sought	to	gain	the	kind	of	recognition	and	support	from	

European	 countries	 which	 had	 aided	 the	 original	 colo-

nies	so	well	in	the	18th	century	revolutionary	war.	This	

task	seemed	all	the	more	simple	since	Europe	was	seem-

ingly	dependent	on	 “King	Cotton”	 for	 their	 textiles.	Yet,	

in	the	early	years	of	the	war,	it	failed.	Consequently,	Jef-

ferson	 Davis	 was	 left	 isolated,	 with	 only	 the	 resources	

that	his	property	could	provide	 -	an	 iota	 in	comparison	

to	the	North’s	capabilities.	

	

As	both	sides	of	the	American	Civil	War	lined	up	against	

each	other	 across	Antietam	Creek,	 both	 leaders	 -	Abra-

ham	 Lincoln	 and	 Jefferson	 Davis	 -	 knew	 that	 this	 day	

could	 set	 the	 tide	of	 the	war.	During	 the	 year	 since	 the	

secession,	skirmishes	had	already	taken	place	along	the	

approximate	 border	 with	 the	 confederate	 states,	 who	

surprisingly	 came	 out	 on	 top	 for	 the	 most	 part.	 The	

skilled,	 tactical	wisdom	of	the	Army	of	Northern	Virgin-

ia’s	commander,	Robert	E.	Lee,	coupled	with	slight	under

-estimation	of	the	Southern	army’s	capabilities	gave	Lin-

coln	 a	 real	 shock.	 Nevertheless,	 he	 remained	 assured	

that	his	army,	which	outnumbered	the	Confederacy	8ive	

to	two,	would	deter	any	threats.	

	

Lee,	 despite	 taking	 many	 losses	 during	 the	 spring	 and	

summer	of	1862,	had	his	con8idence	boosted	by	his	sol-

dier’s	 ability	 to	 follow	 orders	 and	 their	 loyalty	 to	 the	

cause.	He	 felt	 that	his	men	were	 in	need	of	a	new	chal-

lenge	and	he	 thought	 that	 invading	 the	Northern	states	

at	Maryland	would	 be	 the	 perfect	 opportunity	 to	pene-

trate	into	opposition	territory.	

	

His	army	moved	forwards	capturing	key	positions	in	an	

attempt	to	sweep	through	the	state	 towards	Pennsylva-

nia.	Yet,	after	his	plans	were	compromised	due	to	a	leak	

of	 a	 document,	 Lee	 concentrated	 his	 forces	 on	 defence	

against	 a	 newly	 reinstated,	 aggressive,	 but	 meticulous	

general:	 George	 B.	 McClellan.	 The	 Southern	 forces	 coa-

lesced	to	the	west	of	the	creek.	Lee	was	determined	not	

to	 retreat	 back	 to	 Virginia	 as	 he	 felt	 certain	 that	 this	

would	damage	morale.	Furthermore,	he	thought	that	his	

army	was	strong	enough	to	maintain	 their	position	and	

fend	off	the	belligerent	forces	of	the	North	to	forge	a	de-

cisive	victory.	Oh,	how	wrong	he	was.	

	

McClellan’s	 aggressive	 disposition	 was	 in	 fact	 a	 recent	

evolution	 in	 his	 usually	 over-cautious	 persona,	 brought	

on	by	intelligence	retrieved	by	one	of	his	Union	soldiers	

detailing	 the	marching	 orders	 of	 his	 Confederate	 coun-

Jefferson Davis, President of the Southern Confederacy, 1861 
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terparts.	Keen	to	engage	in	battle,	McClellan	marched	on	

Sharpsburg,	situated	on	Antietam	Creek,	yet	his	insecuri-

ties	remained	evident	as	he	wasted	17	hours	by	advanc-

ing	at	a	typically	glacial	pace,	during	which	the	Confeder-

ates	were	able	to	regroup.	

	

By	 the	 time	 that	McClellan	 arrived,	Robert	 Lee	had	 dug	

his	troops	in	and	was	ready	to	repel	any	attack.	His	elect-

ed	defensive	position	was	strong,	with	the	Potomac	River	

behind	 him,	 but	 also	 potentially	 dangerous,	 should	 the	

Union	soldiers	gain	an	advantage	and	corner	the	Confed-

erate	 aggressors.	 Lee	 felt	 con8ident	 enough	 to	 take	 this	

gamble.	

	

Fighting	began	on	 the	morning	of	September	17th	1862,	

with	 both	 sides	 focusing	 many	 of	 their	 resources	 on	 a	

fearsome	skirmish	 in	a	nearby	corn8ield.	Despite	having	

clear	 numerical	 superiority,	 McClellan	 was	 unable	 to	

pierce	the	defensive	line	and	after	four	hours	of	inconclu-

sive	manoeuvres,	 the	Union	 troops	 regrouped	 to	 assess	

their	 strategy;	 leaving	 only	 the	 thousands	 of	 trampled	

bodies	 now	 indistinguishable	 from	 the	 dust	 as	 the	 8irst	

assault’s	tangible	results.	

	

McClellan	 then	adopted	a	more	direct	approach,	 attack-

ing	the	centre	of	Lee’s	troops	along	Sunken	Road.	Unsur-

prisingly	however,	the	Confederates	had	a	large	number	

of	 soldiers	 positioned	 along	 the	 road	 and	 were	 able	 to	

effectively	withstand	the	assault	for	several	hours,	in8lict-

ing	both	physical	and	psychological	injuries	on	their	op-

ponents.	Only	when	an	experienced	and	battle-hardened	

brigade	 led	 by	 Brigadier	 General	 Kimball	 tried	 the	 de-

fences	did	they	8inally	secede,	and	only	after	another	long	

and	 fateful	 8ire8ight	 did	 they	 8inally	 capture	 the	 road,	

eternally	christened	with	the	sobriquet	of	‘Bloody	Lane’.	

	

As	 the	 day	 progressed,	 Lee’s	 numerical	 disadvantage	

began	 to	 show	 as	 his	 defensive	 lines	 became	 thinned,	

with	 his	 army	 stretched	 across	 the	 large	 battle8ield.	 A	

fervent	opportunist,	McClellan’s	General	Ambrose	Burn-

side,	 recognised	 this	 weakness	 and	 stormed	 across	

Rohrbach	Bridge	 –	 located	 to	 the	extreme	right	of	Lee’s	

position.	 Having	 forced	 the	 Confederates	 into	 a	 retreat,	

he	began	8lanking	them	in	search	of	a	decisive	assault	to	

8inally	 end	 this	 bloody	 battle.	 A	 Union	 victory	 seemed	

inevitable.	

	

However,	 with	 impeccable	 timing,	 Confederate	 General	

A.	P.	Hill	arrived	to	intercept	Burnside’s	offensive,	having	

brutally	marched	his	army	at	double	 time	 for	 the	entire	

day	 to	 reach	 this	position.	With	 the	 element	of	 surprise	

8irmly	on	his	 side,	Hill’s	 tired	 troops	were	 able	 to	 force	

Burnside	back;	convincing	McClellan	and	his	of8icers	that	

after	12	hours	of	savage	8ighting,	the	battle	was	over.	

The	 22,000	 soldiers	 killed	 on	 that	 day	 constitute	 the	
bloodiest	 single	 day	 on	 American	 soil	 in	 history	 and	 is	
often	 remembered	as	 "the	day	Antietam	Creek	 ran	 red"	
due	to	the	blood	of	the	many	thousands	of	Union	casual-
ties,	which	mixed	with	the	creek	waters.	When	Lee	with-
drew	the	next	day,	the	Confederate	invasion	of	the	North	
was	ended	and	McClellan	keenly	took	the	opportunity	to	
claim	 a	 victory.	 However	 questionable	 this	 may	 have	
been,	 Lincoln	utilised	 it	 to	 the	maximum	and	used	 it	 as	
justi8ication	for	submitting	his	preliminary	Emancipation	
Proclamation	–	declaring	 that	slaves	 in	 the	South	would	
be	“thenceforward	and	forever	free.”	

	

When	word	 of	 the	 Confederate	 ‘defeat’	 and	 subsequent	

Emancipation	 Proclamation	 travelled	 across	 the	 pond,	

British	and	French	diplomats	were	shocked	by	 the	Con-

federate	decline.	Within	days,	any	thoughts	of	an	alliance	

with	the	cotton-rich	southern	states	were	quashed,	leav-

ing	 Jefferson	 Davis’	 secessionists	 doomed	 to	 continue	

their	 8ight	 unaided,	 against	 a	 Union	 opposition	 buoyed	

up	by	this	morale	boosting	victory	which	also	set	a	more	

de8ined	cause,	 in	 the	 shape	of	 the	Emancipation	Procla-

mation.	

	

In	 terms	of	 historical	 importance,	 it	 seems	 symbolically	

8itting	 that	 the	 bloodiest	 day	 on	 American	 shores	 was	

required	 to	 set	 in	 motion	 the	 8ight	 for	 racial	 equality.	

However,	 in	 a	 country	born	quite	 literally	 from	 the	 vir-

tues	 of	 inherent	 equality	 and	 freedom,	 it	 seems	 to	 us	

quite	 ironic	 that	 the	 catalyst	 for	 an	 entire	 race	 being	

raised	 from	 a	 sub-human	 state	 of	 ownership	 was	 the	

death	of	some	22,000	men,	despite	Jefferson’s	unambigu-

ous	Declaration	of	Independence	written	86	years	previ-

ously	
1

The Cornfield, littered with bodies after the fighting, only Dunker Church in the background remains standing, but is riddled 
with bullet holes 
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October 1929 The Wall Street Crash 
By Adam Smith and Max Sinclair-Johnson, Years 12 and 11 

A 
fter	 World	 War	 One,	 in	 the	 early	 1920s,	 the	

democrat	 president	 (Woodrow	 Wilson)	 at-

tempted	 and	 failed	 to	 join	 America	 with	 the	

League	 of	 Nations,	 subsequently	 resulting	 in	

America	undergoing	a	period	of	‘isolationism’,	in	which	it	

isolated	 itself	 from	 affairs	 with	 other	 nations	 and	 de-

clined	 foreign	 trade	 agreements.	 As	 a	 result,	 America’s	

economy	 boomed.	 Fuelled	 by	 the	 Fordney-McCumber	

Tariff	of	1922,	multiple	industries	rose-	namely	those	in	
entertainment,	 luxury	 goods,	 construction	 and	 vehicles.	
Helped	 by	 this	 growth,	 the	 stock	market	 boomed	mas-
sively	during	 the	1920’s.	 	 	Companies	would	sell	 shares	
on	 the	Stock	Market	 in	order	 to	raise	money	 for	 invest-
ment.	
	
Prior	 to	 the	
1920s,	 the	 Wall	
Street	 Stock	
Market	 Ex-
change	 was	 not	
open	to	the	public,	but	just	a	small	group	of	elite	bankers.	
Once	the	Exchange	was	opened	for	public	use,	the	num-
ber	of	stockbrokers	trading	on	the	market	increased	sub-
stantially.	As	more	and	more	ordinary	citizens	began	 to	
invest	 in	 stocks	as	a	 	way	 to	earn	 ‘easy	money’,	 the	de-
mand	increased	and	hence	 the	prices	of	shares	went	up	
too.	 	 In	 fact,	 during	 the	1920’s,	 each	 share	 increased	 in	
value	by	300%	on	average.	Furthermore,	some	investors	
became	so	con8ident	of	the	seemingly	eternal	fruitfulness	
of	 the	 stock	 market	 that	 they	 borrowed	 money	 from	
banks,	 using	 their	 house	 as	 a	 guarantee.	 By	 the	 end	 of	
1926,	 over	 3	 million	 Americans	 were	 involved	 in	 the	
Stock	Market.	
	
The	government	helped	to	further	propel	the	stock	mar-
ket	 boom	 by	 encouraging	 ‘rugged	 individualism’-	 in	
which	 individuals	 are	 made	 responsible	 for	 their	 own	
lives	and	making	their	own	success,	so	they	are	not	heav-
ily	 reliant	 on	 the	 State.	 Thus,	 there	was	 virtually	no	 in-
volvement	 by	 the	 government	 in	 regulating	 the	 banks	
and	companies	who	were	implicated	within	Wall	Street.	
As	a	consequence,	various	 ‘dirty’	 tactics	were	employed	

by	 different	 parties	 in	 order	 to	make	 as	much	 pro8it	 as	
possible.	 	 For	 example,	market	manipulation-	 classi8ied	
by	the	FBI	as	‘arti-icially	 raising	 or	 lowering	 the	 price	 of	
stock’,	 was	 rife	 as	 companies	 knew	 that	 people	 would	
buy	stocks	in	industries	that	were	continually	increasing,	
with	 disregard	 to	 their	 in8lated	 prices.	 Despite	 this,	 the	
stock	market	 still	 proved	 prosperous	 for	 all	 parties	 in-
volved.	All	until	October	1929.	
	
Shortly	before	 the	Great	Wall	Street	Crash,	on	20th	 Sep-
tember	1929,	a	leading	British	investor	‘Clarence	Hatry’,	
along	with	his	associates	were	arrested	on	suspicion	of	
fraud	and	forgery,	which	subsequently	led	to	the	crash	of	

the	 London	
Stock	 Exchange.	
This	news	shook	
the	 American	
trading	 sector.	
Brokers	 were	
discouraged	

from	 investing	 in	 overseas	markets	 in	 fear	 of	 a	 domino	
effect	 of	 market	 crashes	 and	 plummeting	 prices.	 This	
contributed	 to	 a	 turbulent	 few	 days	 in	 which	 the	 New	
York	Stock	Exchange	saw	share	prices	constantly	8luctu-
ate,	 occasionally	 seeing	 brief	 moments	 of	 recovery.	
Nonetheless,	investors	still	8locked	to	Wall	Street	in	their	
thousands	over	the	ensuing	weeks.	Yet,	on	arrival	on	the	
morning	 of	 24th	 October	 (so	 called	 ‘Black	 Thursday’),	
investors	were	met	with	inconceivable	news;	the	market	
had	 lost	 11%	 of	 its	 value	 by	 the	 start	 of	 trading	 at	
09.30am.	The	banks	tried	to	reassure	investors	that	eve-
rything	 would	 return	 to	 normal,	 but	 they	 couldn’t	 pre-
vent	the	selling	of	nearly	13	million	shares	that	morning.	
Representatives	 of	 America’s	 most	 powerful	 banks,	 in-
cluding	J.	P.	Morgan	and	National	City	Bank	of	New	York,	
met	in	a	frenzied	meeting	that	morning	to	devise	a	plan	
to	halt	the	pandemonium	and	plunging	prices	that	could	
be	seen	on	the	trading	8loor.	They	decided	to	buy	a	large	
number	 of	 stocks	 of	 U.S	 Steel	 at	 prices	 that	 were	 well	
above	 the	 market	 value	 and	 although	 for	 a	 number	 of	
days	 this	 slowed	 down	 the	 desperate	 auctioning	 of	
shares,	 the	market	never	 fully	 recovered.	On	28th	 Octo-

Investors became so confident of  the seemingly 

eternal fruitfulness of  the stock market that they 

borrowed from banks, using their house as a guarantee 

Black Thursday reaction in New York, 1929 



	25	

Issue	7	

ber	(coined	‘black	Tuesday’),	over	16	million	shares	were	
sold	 for	 rock	 bottom	 prices.	 By	 the	 end	 of	 October	 the	
market	 had	 been	 depleted	 of	 over	 $30billion.	 The	 un-
thinkable	had	happened.	Wall	Street	had	crashed.	
	
The	 shockwaves	 from	 the	 Wall	 Street	 Crash	 rippled	
across	 the	 globe,	 but	 one	 country	 that	 felt	 them	harder	
than	most	was	the	Weimar	Republic	in	Germany.	Since	it	
was	 an	 economy	 dependent	 on	 bonds	 with	 the	 USA	 to	
rebuild	after	the	devastation	of	the	First	World	War,	the	
collapse	of	the	USA’s	economy	foreshadowed	a	predicta-
bly	 similar	 fate	 for	 the	 German	 system	 too.	 The	 unem-
ployment	 that	 had	 been	witnessed	 on	 the	 other	 side	 of	
the	Atlantic	was	mirrored	in	the	Weimar	Republic	and	it	
was	the	subsequent	unemployment	and	squalor	that	led	
to	 a	 rise	 in	 support	 for	 extremist	 parties,	most	 notably	
Hitler’s	National	Socialists	(Nazis).	Hitler	came	into	pow-
er	 in	1933	on	 the	promise	 that	he	would	drastically	 re-
duce	the	said	unemployment.	
	
From	 May	 1928	 (pre-crash)	 to	 September	 1930	 (less	
than	 a	 year	 after	 the	 crash),	 the	 Nazi	 vote	 went	 from	
2.6%	 to	 18.3%,	 as	 a	 direct	 response	 to	 the	 economic	
shortcomings	of	the	country.		The	same	leap	in	populari-
ty	was	shared	with	the	German	Communist	party.	With-
out	the	crash,	could	Germany	still	have	been	swamped	by	
the	 kind	 of	 deprivation	 and	 poverty	 in	which	 extremist	
parties	like	the	Nazis	thrive?	It	seems	reasonable	to	sug-
gest	 that	 the	 greed	 and	 foolish	optimism	of	 the	 roaring	
twenties,	which	ended	so	suddenly	and	so	dramatically,	
was	 the	 main	 reason	 for	 Europe	 plunging	 into	 the	
fascist/communist	political	chaos	of	the	1930s	that	end-
ed	in	a	fully	blown	World	War.	
	
The	 Great	 Depression	 of	 the	 early	 1930s	 had	 massive	
consequences	in	America	culturally,	as	well	as	politically.	

As	 money	 became	 tighter,	 there	 was	 mass	 movement	
from	people	in	rural	areas	into	the	cities	to	8ind	work	and	
a	 sharp	 rise	 in	 petty	 crime.	 In	 their	 desperation,	many	
turned	 to	 theft	 to	put	 food	 on	 the	 table.	 During	 the	de-
pression,	 over	 600,000	 people	were	 caught	 riding	 on	 a	
train	without	 valid	 tickets;	many	 of	 these	were	making	
journeys	to	8ind	work	and	the	majority	went	unpunished.	
The	 Depression	 also	 took	 its	 toll	 on	 people’s	 mental	
health	and	this	is	shown	by	the	stark	increase	in	the	sui-
cide	 rate	 as	 people	 lost	 everything	 they	 had.	 People	 in	
trouble	would	often	8ind	vices	to	help	them	escape	from	
their	problems,	so	alcoholism,	prostitution	and	cigarette	
smoking	(instead	of	cigar	smoking,	for	cigars	were	more	
expensive)	became	prominent	in	the	cities.	
	
In	popular	culture,	the	economic	dif8iculties	were	hugely	
in8luential.	 Radio	 surged	 in	 popularity	 because	 many	
people,	 who	 had	 bought	 their	 radios	 before	 the	 Wall	
Street	Crash,	could	listen	for	free	to	entertainment	and	to	
the	 President	 (F.	 D.	 Roosevelt)	 as	 he	 gave	 his	 famous	
‘8ireside	chats’	to	inform	the	general	public.	In	music,	the	
mellow	 tones	 of	 the	 blues	 became	 hugely	 popular	 with	
the	 working	 class,	 and	 their	 lamenting	 rhythms	 and	
hopeful	 lyrics	 gave	 comfort	 to	 many	 in	 such	 a	 dif8icult	
time.	 During	 the	 early	 1930s,	 many	 great	 8ilms	 hit	 the	
box	of8ice	such	as	‘Gone	With	the	Wind’	and	‘The	Bride	of	
Frankenstein’.	These	were	big	hits	in	their	day.	
	
In	conclusion,	it	is	clear	to	see	that	the	Wall	Street	Crash	
was	a	hugely	important	event	in	history,	heavily	affecting	
the	everyday	lives	of	people	living	in	the	1930s.	Without	
it,	it	is	unlikely	that	Hitler	would	have	come	to	power	and	
hence,	 the	 catastrophic	 chain	 of	 events	 that	 followed	
would	 not	 have	 been	 triggered.	 It	 is	 an	 unquestionably	
worthy	candidate	for	the	greatest	event	 in	the	month	of	
October	

Lines of unemployed men queue outside a free soup kitchen, common across the country during the Great Depression, 1931 
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November 1839 The First Opium Wars 
By Joe Hearn and Nick Veerapen, Year 11 

T 
he	 8irst	of	 two	opiate-fuelled	con8licts	between	
Qing-dynasty	China	and	the	British	Empire,	the	
First	Opium	War,	 led	 to	 the	partial	 opening	of	
the	 Middle	 Kingdom’s	 commercial	 hinterland	

and	 the	 cementation	of	 Lord	Palmerston’s	 hawkish	 for-
eign	policy	credentials.	Much	like	its	present-day	cousin,	
heroin,	opium	was	the	lynchpin	of	a	global	trade	system,	
lining	 the	 pockets	 of	 unscrupulous	 dealers	 and	 Chinese	
middle-men.	 By	 1838,	 the	 British	 East	 India	 Company	
was	annually	trading	1,400	tons	of	 Indian	grown	opium	
in	exchange	for	Chinese	silver,	with	the	drug’s	addictive	
nature	helping	 to	oil	 the	wheels	of	trade.	The	Daoguang	
Emperor,	determined	 to	put	a	 stop	 to	Britain’s	 seeming	
intoxication	 of	 China,	 tasked	 Lin	 Zexu	 with	 eradicating	
the	trade,	an	undertaking	of	huge	proportions	given	the	
world-beating	might	of	 the	Royal	Navy.	Lin	seized	 trad-
ers’	 opium	stocks	 and	ordered	 them	 to	 sign,	 on	pain	of	
death,	a	promise	to	deal	only	in	legitimate,	non-narcotic	
goods.	The	British	government	and	East	 India	Company	
vehemently	 opposed	 this	 somewhat	 ungentlemanly	
statecraft	and	readied	themselves	for	war.	Fighting	even-
tually	 broke	 out	 on	 the	 3rd	 November	 1839	 in	 an	 en-
gagement	 known	 as	 the	 First	 Battle	 of	 Chuenpee.	 Over	
the	following	three	years,	British	forces,	in	a	blatant	dis-
play	 of	 Palmerston's	 trademark	 gunboat	 diplomacy,	
routed	the	numerically	superior	Chinese	army	and	junk-
laden	navy.	To	many	observers,	the	First	Opium	War	is	a	
story	of	morals	being	trampled	upon	by	jingoistic	British	
imperialism.	But	is	this	really	a	fair	judgement?	
		
Free	trade	is	a	vital	element	of	globalisation	and	world-
wide	 economic	 well-being.	 When	 free	 trade	 is	 limited,	
whether	 that	 be	 by	 protectionist	 tariffs	 or	 government	
imposed	 currency	 pegs,	 both	 importers	 and	 exporters	
suffer.	 The	Chinese	attempt	 to	quell	 the	 trade	 in	opium	
was	a	8lagrant	act	of	aggression	and	a	violent	one	at	that.	
By	threatening	8louters	of	the	ban	with	death,	Lin	left	the	
British	 with	 no	 choice	 but	 to	 protect	 the	 lives	 of	 their	
merchants.	At	 the	 time,	 the	British	East	 India	Company	
and	 the	 British	 government	 were	 very	 closely	 inter-
linked,	 with	 the	 Company	 akin	 to	 a	 rather	 militaristic	
modern-day	 sovereign	 wealth	 fund.	 Therefore,	 a	 threat	
by	 the	 Qing	 administration	 against	 the	 Company	 could	
easily	have	been	viewed	as	a	threat	to	Britain	itself.	
		
Much	 like	 the	 present	 Chinese	 government,	 Daoguang	
had	little	regard	for	the	law	of	the	sea;	his	of8icials	board-
ed	 and	 seized	 cargo	 from	 British	 ships	 in	 international	
waters	before	quarantining	foreign	dealers.	Beijing	could	
hardly	 have	 expected	 Lord	 Melbourne’s	 government	 to	
passively	sit	by	as	British	citizens	were	illegally	detained.	
Furthermore,	 Britain	 had	 forcibly	 enthroned	 a	 puppet	
king	-	Shah	Shuja	-	in	Afghanistan	just	three	months	be-
fore	 the	First	Battle	 of	Chuenpee,	 showing	 that	 the	Chi-
nese	 could	 have	 had	 no	 doubts	 as	 to	 the	 ferociousness	
with	 which	 Britain	 would	 pursue	 its	 interests.	 To	 say	
that	Lin,	a	respected	Chinese	scholar	who	as	a	child	was	
described	as	 “unusually	brilliant”,	did	not	expect	his	ac-

tions	to	lead	to	con8lict	is	to	accuse	him	of	gross	naı̈vety.	
Moreover,	 to	 quote	 Lord	 Palmerston	 himself,	 no-one	
could	 “say	 that	 he	 honestly	 believed	 the	 motive	 of	 the	
Chinese	Government	to	have	been	the	promotion	of	mor-
al	 habits.”	 China’s	 belligerent	 economic	 warfare	 was	 a	
cynical	 and	 sel8ish	 attempt	 to	 limit	 the	 free	 trade	 that	
was	blossoming	in	the	early	19th	century.	Its	aims	were	
highly	protectionist	and	limited	the	huge	potential	mone-

tary	 windfall	 that,	 as	 twenty-8irst	 century	 China	 has	

shown,	global	trade	can	provide.	

		

Nonetheless,	in	many	ways,	the	First	Opium	War	and	the	

subsequent	 violence	which	 the	 opium	 trade	 brought	 to	

China,	was	an	 example	of	how	British	 jingoism	brought	

suffering	to	an	entire	nation.	In	19th	century	China,	opium	

addiction	was	a	disease	which	spread	 throughout	every	

echelon	of	 Chinese	 society,	 degrading	 the	 quality	 of	 life	

for	many	Chinese	citizens.	The	intention	of	the	Qing	dyn-

asty	was	to	save	the	Chinese	from	the	deleterious	effects	

of	opium	consumption.	Moreover,	their	attempts	to	con-

trol	 the	 trade	 were	 intended	 to	 save	 people	 from	 the	

tragedy	of	early	death	at	all	 costs,	 even	 if	 it	meant	 they	

had	 to	 aggressively	 enforce	 their	 right	 to	 control	 their	

imports.	 However,	 the	 intention	 of	 the	 British	 was	 to	

ensure	 that	 their	 steady	 8low	of	 income	was	not	halted,	

regardless	of	the	devastating	effect	opium	was	having	on	

China.	Furthermore,	the	actions	of	the	East	India	Compa-

ny	were	 a	 violation	 of	 the	 ban	 on	 the	 opium	 trade	 and	

their	activities	directly	opposed	the	laws	created	to	pro-

tect	China	 from	opium.	Therefore,	 their	unexpected	sei-
zure	of	British	cargo	to	try	and	contain	the	opium	trade	
may	 be	 seen	 as	 justi8ied;	 certainly	 not	 an	 act	 of	 war	
against	Britain.	
	
In	 conclusion,	 the	 First	 Opium	War	 is	 symbolic	 of	 how	
the	British	 East	 India	 Company	 and	 the	British	 govern-
ment	 collaborated	 in	 the	 systematic	 intimidation	 and	
oppression	 of	 an	 economically	 inferior	 state.	 Instead	 of	
simply	pursuing	the	Chinese	through	normal	diplomatic	
channels,	Lord	Melbourne,	Lord	Palmerston	et	al	decided	
to	impose	their	will	upon	an	economically	and	militarily	
weaker	 sovereign	 nation.	 This	 was	 a	 gross	 violation	 of	
the	unwritten	rules	that	underpinned	a	successful	world	
market.	 These	 regulations	 are	 now	provided	by	 trading	
blocs	and	organisations	such	as	the	World	Trade	Organi-
sation.	 However,	 in	 1839,	 the	 system	 relied	 upon	 good	
manners	 and	 honourable	 intentions	 -	 two	 attributes	
which	the	British	possessed	anything	but.	Moreover,	the	
Chinese	had	every	reason	to	ban	opium;	it	was	a	cancer	
eating	 away	 at	 the	 traditional	 Chinese	 ideal	 of	 vitality	
and	could	have	become	a	dangerous	bargaining	chip	for	
the	British	if	usage	rates	were	not	curbed.	 	Yes,	perhaps	
the	 Daoguang	 emperor	 did	 use	 opium	 as	 an	 excuse	 to	
have	better	control	over	foreign	trade.	Yes,	perhaps	Brit-
ain	would	have	been	justi8ied	 in	reacting	to	the	Chinese	
with	a	discerning	degree	of	anger.	However,	the	ensuing	
three	year	war,	unexpected	by	 the	Chinese,	 can	only	be	
interpreted	as	wanton,	avaricious	British	strong-arming		
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C 
hristmas	Day	 always	 brings	 a	 variety	 of	 emo-

tions.	 As	 a	 child,	 excitement	 of	 presents.	 As	 a	

teenager,	a	little	cynicism	of	spending	a	whole	

day	at	your	aunts.	As	an	adult,	 the	 joy	of	your	

child’s	face	or	the	stress	of	the	long	drive	on	the	motor-

way.	However,	all	of	 that	pales	 into	 insigni8icance	when	

compared	 to	 the	 fears,	 worries	 and	 outright	 confusion	

faced	by	 the	inhabitants	of	Saxon	England	on	Christmas	

Day	1066.	

	

Some	 73	 days	 earlier,	 Harold	 Godwinson	 was	 King	 of	

England,	marching	south	to	see	off	the	Norman	invasion	

in	the	same	brutally	ef8icient	manner	with	which	he	had	

defeated	the	Viking	invaders	at	Stamford	Bridge.	Within	

24	hours	Harold	 lay	dead	in	Sussex,	a	host	of	the	Saxon	

gentry	 and	 landed	 classes	 lay	next	 to	him	and	 the	Nor-

man	 Conquest	was	 underway.	 A	 familiar	 tale,	well	 told	

throughout	our	country’s	history	but	one	that	often	stops	

on	that	8ield	in	Sussex	with	an	arrow	in	the	eye.	

	

For	two	months,	William	slowly	made	his	way	to	London,	

suppressing	 rebellions	 and	 negotiating	 with	 factional	

leaders	opposed	to	his	rule.	By	December	he	had	reached	

the	 capital	 and	 where	 better	 than	 Edward	 the	 Confes-

sor’s	Westminster	Abbey	to	claim	the	crown	he	believed	

had	been	rightfully	left	to	him.	We	can	only	imagine	the	

anger	and	suspicion	of	the	Saxons	that	were	made	to	line	

the	 procession	 route,	 subjects	 of	 a	 foreign	 Duke	 who	

spoke	little,	if	any,	English	as	they	knew	it.	The	ceremony	
itself	descended	into	chaos	when	the	shout	of	af8irmation	
from	 inside	 the	 church	 that	 greeted	 the	 question	 of	
whether	they	would	accept	the	new	king	was	interpreted	
by	 the	Normans	guards	outside	as	a	 threat.	 Subsequent	
burnings	 of	 local	 buildings	 ensued	 and	 the	 day	 left	 a	
black	mark	on	what	should	have	been	the	start	of	a	glori-
ous	celebration.	Chroniclers	at	the	time	suggest	William	
himself	was	‘shaking	from	head	to	foot’	by	the	end,	per-
haps	wondering	what	 on	 earth	 he	 had	 got	 himself	 into	
and	wishing	for	the	safety	of	Normandy.	
	
The	importance	of	this	moment	comes	not	in	the	drama	
of	that	scene	but	what	followed	 in	the	decades	to	come.	
Over	the	next	21	years,	William	and	his	Norman	advisers	
would	change	the	landscape	(both	political	and,	in	some	
cases	 geographical)	 forever.	 He	 was	 the	 father	 of	 the	
Plantagenet	dynasty	that	would	provide	us	with	the	sto-
ries	of	Henry	 II	and	Becket,	King	 John	and	Magna	Carta	
and	Edward	 I	 in	Scotland	and	Wales.	 	 In	 the	 immediate	
turn,	 Saxon	 society	 as	 it	 had	 existed	 came	 to	 an	 end.	
Whilst	William’s	government	did	provide	some	continui-
ty	in	areas	of	tax	collection,	the	legal	system	and	curren-
cy,	 in	 other	 aspects	 of	 society	 there	 was	 great	 change.	
Post	 1170,	 the	 church	 in	England	 came	under	 great	 re-
forms.	 The	 replacement	 of	 Saxon	 bishops	with	Norman	
clergy	 solidi8ied	Norman	control	of	 this	most	 important	
aspect	of	medieval	society	and	also	repaid	the	Papal	sup-

port	 that	 was	 a	 key	 aspect	 of	 the	 invasion	 itself.	 Saxon	
towns	and	villages	now	found	themselves	under	the	con-
trol	 of	 foreign	 lords,	 placed	 there	 by	William	as	he	 jug-
gled	his	two	kingdoms,	who	looked	down	from	ominous	
motte	and	bailey	castles;	a	Norman	speciality	that	sprung	
up	in	less	than	a	month	to	keep	an	eye	on	a	restless	pop-
ulation.	 The	 great	 Saxon	 landowners	 were	 replaced	 as	
the	 promise	of	 land	was	 repaid	 to	Norman	knights	 and	
bishops	after	the	invasion	and	to	be	a	Saxon	in	this	peri-
od	 was	 to	 see	 your	 country	 indelibly	 changed	 forever,	
whilst	 you	 watched	 on	 helplessly.	 Where	 rebellion	
sprang	up,	and	so	it	did	on	many	occasions	over	the	next	
20	years,	it	was	met	with	a	variety	of	measures.	Early	on,	
perhaps	conscious	of	not	wanting	to	risk	another	all-out	
war	 in	a	 foreign	 land	of	which	he	knew	very	 little,	Wil-
liam	 tried	 to	 be	 conciliatory	 and	 resolve	 these	 issues	
through	diplomacy.	By	1069,	however,	his	patience	had	
run	 dry	 and	 the	 legendary	 warrior	 in	 him	 came	 to	 the	
surface.	 The	 ‘Harrying’	 of	 the	 north	 of	 England	 in	 that	
bitter	 winter	 of	 1069-70	 not	 only	 8inally	 brought	 the	
troublesome	Northern	Earls	to	heel	once	and	for	all,	the	
punitive	 measures	 of	 destroying	 the	 landscape	 led	 to	
thousands	of	deaths	from	starvation	as	harvests	failed.	A	
brutal	lesson	to	be	learned	by	the	native	population.	
	
William’s	coronation	deserves	its	place	in	this	pantheon	
of	 ‘The	 Greatest	 Year	 in	 History’	 because	 of	 what	 it	
meant	for	us	and	our	nation.	It	changed	everything	forev-
er,	even	whilst	trying	to	keep	some	things	the	same.	The	
Domesday	 Book	 was	 the	 forerunner	 of	 the	 census	 we	
complete	every	ten	years.	Norman	churches	still	abound	
with	their	distinctive	architecture.	The	Bayeux	Tapestry,	
with	 the	 iconic	 8igure	struck	by	 the	arrow,	 is	burnt	 into	
our	consciousness.	And	most	secondary	schools	see	it	as	
the	8itting	place	to	start	the	story	of	these	isles	in	History	
lessons.	Whilst	William’s	invasion	and	victory	took	place	
in	the	 late	autumn	of	1066,	 it	was	his	coronation	in	De-
cember	1066,	which	at	last	sealed	a	crown	that	was	pre-
carious	to	say	the	least,	that	changed	this	country	forev-
er.	Simon	Schama,	in	his	History	of	Britain,	says	it	best	…	

	

'For	the	most	part	History	moves	at	a	glacial	pace,	work-

ing	its	changes	subtly.	And	in	Britain,	especially,	we	like	to	

think	 there	 is	 something	 about	 our	 History,	 like	 our	 cli-

mate	 and	 our	 landscape,	 that's	 naturally	 moderate,	 not	

much	given	to	earthquakes	and	revolutions.	But	there	are	

times	 and	 places	when	History,	 British	 History,	 comes	 at	

you	 at	 a	 rush	 -	 violent,	 decisive,	 bloody.	 A	 truckload	 of	

trouble,	 knocking	 you	 down,	 wiping	 out	 everything	 that	

gives	you	your	bearings	in	the	World;	law,	customs,	loyalty	

and	language.	And	this	is	one	of	those	places.	

	

This	 is	 the	 battle-ield	 of	 Hastings,	 and	 here	 one	 kind	 of	

England	was	annihilated	and	another	kind	of	England	was	

set	up	in	its	place'	

December 1066 William I’s Coronation 

By Mr Shergold 

The Conquest that shaped England 
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March This Month in History 
By Miss Wain 

T 
he	beauty	of	this	month’s	theme	for	Retrospect	

is	the	variety	that	it	provided	for	our	writers	–	

there	 is	 no	 month	 that	 didn’t	 contain	 a	 rich	

range	of	historical	events	that	combined	to	cre-

ate	our	 ‘greatest	year	 in	history.’	To	 illustrate	 this,	here	
are	a	selection	of	March’s	most	signi8icant	moments…..	

	

1st	March	1932	–	Lindbergh’s	son	kidnapped 

Charles Lindbergh had gone from U.S. Air Mail pilot to 

American hero, as a result of being the 8irst person in 

history to 8ly solo nonstop across the Atlantic. He 8lew 

3600 miles in 33½ hours, starting in New York and land-

ing in Paris the next day.   

 

Unfortunately, his fame grew into infamy with the kid-

napping of his infant son, an event referred to by the 

press as ‘The Crime of the Century.’ On 1st March 1932, 

an intruder abducted 20 month old Charles Augustus 

Lindbergh Jr. from his cot. A nationwide search for the 

boy ensued and Lindbergh attempted to pay ransoms for 

information about his son’s whereabouts which proved 

to be false. Unfortunately for the Lindberghs, the child’s 

remains were found six weeks later. Bruno Richard 

Hauptmann was later found guilty of the crime and exe-

cuted. The Lindbergh family became sick of the unrelent-

ing press attention and moved to Europe to escape pub-

lic scrutiny. 

4th	March	1933	–	FDR	takes	of;ice	as	US	President 

Widely regarded as one of the greatest US Presidents, 

Franklin Delano Roosevelt took of8ice at one of the most 

challenging times in American History – the Great De-

pression. Following Republican Herbert Hoover, Demo-

crat Roosevelt was elected on the pledge of a ‘new deal 

for the American people.’ FDR was able to gain the sup-

port of those struggling with the economic hardships 

that characterised the era and won the election with 

57% of the vote. 

 

Upon his inauguration on 4th March, a quarter of the US 

workforce was unemployed and 2 million people were 

homeless. In his inaugural address, FDR stated ‘the only 

thing we have to fear is fear itself,’ emboldening the 

American public with his promise to bring about relief, 

recovery and reform. His 8irst 100 days of presidency 

were characterised by a huge amount of government 

intervention, from creating relief funds to securing bank 

deposits and huge job creation schemes. 

 

From there, the US economy recovered, helped in part by 

World War 2. Roosevelt’s role in guiding the US through 

this was also monumental, a truly excellent President 

who won a record four presidential elections. 

12th	March	1938	–	The	Anschluss 

It is easy for us now to see the late 1930s in Europe as 

the inevitable road to World War 2, but at the time Euro-

pean politicians were doing all they could to avoid anoth-

er catastrophic world con8lict. Their attempts to appease 

Adolf Hitler led to a series of German foreign policy 

moves which threatened the independence of surround-

ing nations. One such event was the Anschluss, the Ger-

man annexation of Austria. 

 

As part of his ongoing policy to unite all German speak-

ers, Hitler encouraged Austrian Nazis to stir up trouble 

in Austria, forcing the Austrian Chancellor Schuschnigg 

Charles Lindbergh Jr, victim of the kidnapping and killing 

F. D. Roosevelt, 32nd President of the USA 
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We	hoped	you	have	enjoyed	and	maybe	learnt	something	from	this	new	edition,	which	

of	course	would	not	be	possible	without	all	of	our	writers	and	editors	who	help	make	

it	happen.	Keep	your	eyes	peeled	for	events	that	the	SGS	History	Society	will	be	host-

ing	over	the	next	term,	and	for	details	of	all	that	is	going	on	in	the	history	department	

head	to	@SGS_History	on	Twitter,	where	you	will	also	be	able	to	8ind	pictures	and	up-
dates	from	our	recent	trip	to	Washington	DC.	

	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 Until	next	time,	 	

	 	 	 	 	 Your Editors	 	 	

       SGS History Society is… 
Miss	Wain		 	 Paddy	Christy-Parker		 Matt	Sparks	 	 James	Hudson		 

to ask Hitler for help. Hitler forced Schuschnigg to make 

a Nazi, Seyss-Inquart, Minister of the Interior which only 

intensi8ied the troubles. Schuschnigg, in a desperate act, 

attempted to hold a referendum on joining Germany, 

something Hitler would not risk. German troops 

marched into Austria unopposed on 12th March. Britain 

and France’s failure to respond to this breach of the 

Treaty of Versailles, due to internal issues, allowed Hitler 

to look towards Czechoslovakia for his next move, anoth-

er step closer to World War Two. 

15th	March	44	BC	–	Julius	Caesar	assassinated 

Julius Caesar had carved out an impressive political ca-

reer, becoming governor of Spain, Roman Gaul and mak-

ing expeditions to Britain. This was all in the name of 

building the strength and security of the Roman Repub-

lic. His actions were to change that republic forever 

when, in 49 BC, he returned to Italy, ignored the authori-

ty of the senate and crossed the Rubicon River into Rome 

without disbanding his army. In the following civil war, 

Caesar defeated the republic and declared himself dicta-

tor of the Roman Empire. 

 

Dictatorship in Rome was seen as a temporary position 

but Caesar declared himself dictator for life in 44 BC, 

alienating the strongly republican senators. A group of 

these, led by Cassius and Brutus, assassinated Caesar on 

what is known as the ‘Ides of March.’ Caesar’s alleged 

last words were ‘Et tu Brute?’ (and you Brutus?) as he 

was stabbed by his former friend. What followed this 

event was more civil war which 8inally ended the Roman 

Republic and brought about the elevation of Caesar’s 

great nephew Augustus to the 8irst emperor of Rome.     

 

19th	March	2003	–	US	invasion	of	Iraq 

The 2003 invasion of Iraq is an event that still feels en-

tirely too ‘close’ to be studied in History and we are cer-

tainly still experiencing the rami8ications of this event 13 

years on. According to George W. Bush and Tony Blair, 

the aims of the invasion were to end Saddam Hussein’s 

support of terrorism in the wake of 9/11, and to disarm 

weapons of mass destruction. The ‘Coalition of the Will-

ing’ consisted of the US, the UK, Australia, Poland, Spain, 

Portugal and Denmark, but controversially was not man-

dated by the United Nations Security Council. 

 

The coalition sent 160,000 troops into Iraq initially for 

21 days of major combat operations in which time the 

government of Saddam Hussein was deposed. Despite 

Bush’s announcement of the end of major combat opera-

tions in May 2003, there was long and violent con8lict 

between the US troops and Iraqi insurgents until the US 

troops departed in 2011. 

 

It is still dif8icult to see what the long term effects of this 

event will be – certainly Iraq has not been stabilised and 

it is arguable that the invasion also led to the severe de-

stabilising of the surrounding region. In 2015 Tony Blair 

admitted that ‘mistakes’ were made over the Iraq War 

and that there were ‘elements of truth’ to the view that 

the invasion brought about the rise of ISIS 

Afterword 

Hitler welcomes his troops as they march into Vienna 
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