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On The Cover

The Wittenberg University History Department has been housed in four other buildings, prior to
moving to Hollenbeck Hall in the winter of 1999. Pictured on the front cover are the five
buildings in which the History Department has made its home.

Myers Hall (1845 86) - Myers was the original building of Wittenberg University.
It housed classrooms and dormitories for students and faculty.

Recitation Hall (1886-1963) - Recitation Hall was built through money donated by
residents of the city of Springfield; the University had outgrown Myers as its only
structure.

Zimmerman Hall (1963-78) - Zimmerman became the stomping ground for history
majors after the elimination of the home economics program, which was formerly

housed here.

Ermarth Center for the Humanities (1978-99) - Synod and Learner Halls, which
make up the Ermarth Center for the Humanities, became the home of the history
department after the departure of the Hamma Divinity School from Wittenberg. The
school is now located in Columbus, Ohio, in consolidation with Capital University.

Hollenbeck Hall (2000) - Wittenberg's first freestanding academic building in more
than thirty years was dedicated January 28, 2000. The building houses the departments
of history, philosophy, religion, political science, English, and foreign languages, as well as
the East Asian and Russian Area studies programs. The Math and Writer's Workshops
and the International Education office also make their home in Hollenbeck.



From the Editors:
The 2000 Wittenberg University History Journal contains a wide variety of papers in many styles

and covering very different subject matters. These papers were the cream of the crop from an
exemplary group of papers, and selecting these few was a strenuous decision for the editorial
staff. The staff enjoyed reading the submitted papers; this Journal would not be possible without
such quality student submissions.
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Context Under Pressure:
The Henry Wirz Trial

By Josh Guerrieri
Wittenberg Class of 2001

At 10:15 a.m. on 10 November 1865, the
doors of The Capital Prison opened, revealing a
sick old man. As he made his way through the
courtyard to the scaffold, the crowd exploded
with excitement, for this was the moment for
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War Edwin Stanton, requested that the prisoner
exchanges between the North and South cease,
proclaiming that the "exchanges simply
reinforce the enemy at once."4 Without any
relief from overcrowding, food supplies
dwindled causing disease to pervade throughout
the camp. James Madison Page, a former
prisoner at Andersonvilie, touched on the
conditions, saying, "Scurvy is now fearfully
prevalent. Hundreds are dying daily. It is
caused by not having proper food a change of
food is absolutely necessary to relieve scurvy."5
Unbelievably, these horrendous conditions were
attributed to a sole man--Henry Wirz.

Born in Zurich Switzerland in 1822, Wirz
earned an M.D. degree from the University of
Zurich• Penniless, he immigrated to Boston in
1849 and moved to Kentucky in 1854, where he
married for a second time. Wirz set up shop as a
physician in Kentucky, but he moved to
Louisiana shortly afterward because of pressure
from other doctors. He fell in love with the
South, and upon the opening of the Civil War,
enlisted in the Confederacy. After serving in the
battle of Manassas, in which a bullet rendered
his right arm useless, Wirz was commissioned as
a captain. He quickiy moved up the ranks of the
Confederate army, and in late 1863, he was sen:
to Europe to carry special dispatches for
Jefferson Davis.6 Upon his return, in April 1864,
Wirz was ordered to take charge of the interior
of Andersonville Prison. This order would prove
fatal.

Wirz's job at the prison was to oversee
routine operations, maintain order, and uphold
the general condition of the prison. These
responsibilities, according to Wirz's arrest
warrant, were abused in ways that deliberately
caused soldiers to die. Thus, in May 1865,
Henry Wirz was arrested, and he stood trial on
the.twenty-first of August. A judge advocate,
Norton Chipman, and a military commission
were assigned by Edwin Stanton to govern the
trial• Chipman acted as the prosecutor in a trial
that was one-sided from the outset. All of the
men of the military commission (essentially the
jury) were former Union soldiers. "It would
seem that the commission was top heavy with
men too heavily involved in their home states to
risk jeopardizing their, hoped for, postwar
political career by finding Henry Wirz not

guilty."7 With this as the trial setting, things did
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some of who are Union soldiers, plead that the
conditions may have been inevitable. In a letter
to the editor of the New York Daily News a
former Andersonville prisoner explained that it
did not seem fit to blame Wirz for the conditions.
Upon hearing of Wirz's arrest, he permed:

The mortality at Andersonville resulted,
mainly, from the following causes; First, want of
proper food; second, from want of shelter; third,
want of medical attention; fourth,
causes of a purely local nature, coupled with the
moral degradation exhibited by the
prisoners themselves .... I have no personal
interest or object in making this statement,
.. Love of justice and an utter disbelief in the

total depravity of man alone impel me.
And, above all, for the credit of our country,

let it never be said that an American soldier,
whether Northern or Southern, could
deliberately assassinate thirteen thousand
defenseless men, trusting to him alone for
protection.11

Despite Wirz's letters and the letters of his
supporters, the military commission still felt
compelled to convict. The prosecution was not
finished, though, as they argued that Wirz was
also a barbarous tyrant, guilty of murder•

As stated earlier, Wirz's responsibilities
included maintaining order• He knew that
keeping order in the prison entailed a certain
system of obeying rules and following orders, in
which he needed to be strong and stern•
Without a strict system the prison would
become dangerous. However, as his conviction
demonstrates, Wirz was thought to have
overstepped his command• During the trial,
prisoners griped about the way Wirz treated
them, explaining that he was a mean-spirited
despot. In particular, soldiers testified about the
brutality of some of Wirz's tactics such as the
"dead line." The "dead line," a rail of logs that
ran parallel to the inside wails, was created to
aid in escape prevention. Anyone who crossed
the line was to be shot by the guards. If
prisoners were able to make it past the line,
Wirz would employ dogs to track escaped
prisoners• These tactics came under fire as the
prosecution painted a terrifying portrait of Wirz.
According to the prosecution, Wirz was "a man
filled with venomous profanities.., runmng
around with a drawn pistol, screaming and

cursing .... ,,12 Portraying Wirz as a mean and

crazy maniac, the prosecution found it easy to
pin the label murderer on him as well. Of the
thirteen specifications in the second charge,
eleven were for specific acts of murder by Wirz
including shooting, stamping, and beating
prisoners to death• But, again, examining the
trial records, it seems that the prosecution was
painting this picture from rather inconclusive
testimony that was sensationalized into faulty
conclusions about Wirz.

The records are full of testimony by Union
soldiers who said that they never saw or heard
of Wirz killing anyone• One such statement
came from Robert Kelly, who testified: "I was a
prisoner at Andersonville .... I was in the
stockade from May 3 till September 10, 1864.
During the time I was there, I cannot say that I
knew or heard of Captain Wirz's kicking,
striking, or shooting a prisoner, so that he died..
• .,113 However, statements like these seem to

have been disregarded by the commission.
Instead, the more skewed testimony of some of
the Union soldiers seems to have won the day in
court. One of these rather vague testimonies
came from Prescot Tracey who stated, "I never
saw him commit act of cruelty.., but I saw him
give orders to do it, to shoot a man. I could not
give the day exactly;.., that is all I know."14

The one witness who did the most damage
to Wirz was Felix de la Baume, who held the
crowd spellbound with his masterful oratory.
Baume descriptively testified that he saw Wirz
shoot and kill many soldiers on many different
occasions. However, a few weeks after the trial,
some German soldiers recognized Baume as a
fraud. After admitting that his real name was
Felix de la Baume Oesser, he also admitted to
perjury. Incidentally, Baume may not have been
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newspapers had the audacity to label fair and
appropriate. So, why wouid a nation tolerate
such outright injustice? To shed light on the
answer, the political climate and public opinion
must be factored into the equation. These
powerful and penetrating forces are strong
enough to warrant claims that they, in fact, are
the reasons for the wrongful trial and conviction.

In the post-Civil War period, the nation was
still very much divided. Though the end of the
war in 1865 was supposed to heal the nation's
wounds, it could not erase the resentment of
those involved. Despite winning the war,
Northern public opinion remained hostile
towards the South not only for the secession,
but for the assassination of Abraham Lincoln.
Northerners demanded revenge, jumping at any
chance for it. This was obviously not a climate
that Henry Wirz would have benefited from, for
he was trampled by it.

The Northern newspapers played a key role
in the stampede by opening the public's eyes to
the atrocities at Andersonville. The papers
enraged the already hostile public with biased
articles and drawings. Feeding the people with
many stories and photographs, the papers
depicted Wirz (and the South) as inhumane.
Edward Roberts, author of a recent history on
Andersonville writes, "Harper's Weekly carried
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though, did not satisfy Stanton because he was
convinced that Davis had a hand in the
assassination of Abraham Lincoln. After months
of investigation, however, Stanton still had not
gathered enough incriminating evidence; so
Salmon Chase, Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court, wrote Stanton requesting that Davis be
released. Though this embarrassed Stanton, he
still felt he could punish Davis--enter Henry
Wirz. Stanton bet that Wirz would plea that he
was following orders, which could provide a link
to Davis. Wirz surprisingly pleaded that he too
was a prisoner of war and that "the vagueness of
time, place, and manner of the offenses made the
charges valueless."22 Regardless, it is rumored
that even on the scaffold before the execution,
Stanton reportedly offered Wirz clemency if he
would just implicate Davis.23 Wirz refused the
offer, but as a result, he sealed his fate. Thus,
Wirz again takes on the role as a victim of
circumstance.

Though Stanton came up empty in his case
against Davis, he still managed to save face by
hanging Wirz. In the eyes of the pubic,
someone still had to pay for the atrocities at
Andersonvilie, and Wirz was a perfect candidate.
Stanton was not immune from this tremendous
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man that was so hated anyway. Once again,
Wirz did not catch a break in his battle with
political powers. This time, the political powers
delivered the final blow to Wirz.

Even to this day, there are many
dissenting opinions about the guilt or innocence
of Henry Wirz. What should not be debated,
however, is the overwhelming evidence that
demonstrates that political and public pressure
ultimately killed him. Upon his arrest, Wirz
truly had nothing working in his favor. He fell
into a deadly trap woven by a ruthless public
demand and a submissive political climate.
Perhaps the best conclusions about the trial came
from Louis Schade, Wirz's lead defender. In a
long letter dated 4 April 1867, and addressed to
the American public, Schade reflected on Wirz
and the trial. His letter may best be summed up
in one sentence: "He was doomed before he
was heard, and even the permission to be heard

according to law was denied him."2B His
conviction raises important questions pertaining
to the amount of influence outside forces (i.e.
political pressure and public opinion) have on
forcing the government's hand to satisfy

political needs.
Undoubtedly, the influence of public and

political pressure has had some effect
throughout history, but just how much of an
effect is largely debatable. However, if the
sentiments of a large audience are made
prevalent enough, it seems evident that
decisions can hinge on those feelings. Factions
opposing a deeply rooted sentiment are liable to
be squashed; so sometimes the best advice for
those who are attempting to fight the popular
opinion is never to get into the ring.
Unfortunately for Henry Wirz, the climate of
the postbellum period refused to allow this
option.

1 Harper's Weekly 25 Nov. 1865 Much of the opening

paragraph is a summary of the scene depicted in this issue of

Harper's Weekly.

2 Edward F. Roberts. Andersonville lourney.

(Shippensburg ,PA: Burd Street Press, 1998), 133.

Part of the reason that Wirz shouldered all of the blame

was because he did not flee like some of his superiors. Also,

General John Winder, the commander of all the Southern prisons,

died of a heart attack before he could be charged with anything.

However, in the first charge against Wirz, there is mention of

conspiracy that indicts Winder and many others.

4 The United States War Deparment. The War of

Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and

Confederate armies. (Washington D.C.: War Department, 1880-

1901), Series 2, Volume 7, p. 662.

5 James Madison Page. The true story of Andersonvilie

Prison: a defense of Major Henry Wirz. (New

York: Neale, 1908), 46.

6 It is unclear exactly why Wirz was chosen and what

these special dispatches entailed.

Notes

7 Roberts, Andersonville lourney, 111.

B There are a couple of sources from which to draw the

official records including The War of Rebellion series, The Trial of

Wirz. and The Tragedy of Andersonville.

General N.P. Chipman. The Tragedy of Andersonville.

(San Francisco, CA: Blair-Murdoch Company, 1911), 66-68.

10 The United States War Deparment, Official Records.

207.

11 Letter to the Editor, New York Daily News (9 August

1865) cited in S.W. Ashe. The trial and death of Henry Wirz: with

other matters pertaining thereto. (Raleigh, NC: Uzzel,

1908),46,50.

12 Roberts, Andersonville lourney. 119.

13 Chipman, 222.

14 Ibid., 212.

is Most of the argument comes from Rutherford's defense

of Wirz.

16 Roberts, Andersonville lourney, 99.
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Defining the Peasantry Conflicts of 1857:
Collective Identity or Collective Action?

By Andrea Brunsvold
Wittenberg Class of 2000

If you were writing about the 1857 conflict in
India shortly after it occurred up through the era
of classical historiography, you probably would
refer to it as the "Indian Mutiny" or "Sepoy
Rebellion." Today, you might refer to it as the
"Indian Rebellion" or Peasant's Insurgency,"
terms more indicative of a collective resistance to
tyrannical colonial rule. The discourse
concerning the Indian Mutiny/Rebellion has
eroded over the course of the century. I believe
that the change in historiography is partly due to
the change in the academic perception of the
peasantry, or in Marxist terms, the masses. The
earliest writers--contemporaries of the events,
such as Sir John Kaye--gave little, if any,
attention to those who were collectively called
"sepoys." Current historiography of Marxist
subaltemists, such as Ranajit Guha, glorifies the
peasantry and the non-elite within India. The
power of a unified underclass impresses Guha.

Still, I argue that both Kaye and Guha view
the peasantry more similarly that it appears on
the surface. Both see the peasantry as a
collective identity, rather than a unique group of
oppressed peopled who span various castes and
classes to overcome these stations and unify
themselves for collective action. Kaye sees the
Indian peoples as mutineers who challenged
British colonial rule. Guha flips Kaye's view,
claiming that the peasantry is a powerful force
that can cause change within the oppressive
colonial rule. Utpal Dutt, on the other hand,
through his play, Mahavidroh, attempts to
represent the masses as a collective of
individuals. Dutt correctly identifies the masses
as a multi-caste conglomerate trying to defeat
the British through a somewhat rough attempt at
collective action. Where Kaye and Guha fail to
even attempt representation of these people,

Dutt creates unique experiences that cause
underlying tension--even among those
attempting collective action. Also, where Kaye
and Guha fail to discuss gender roles, Women
play an important role in Dutt's play.

Those recording the events shortly after
they occurred were predominantly haunted by
one question, "why€" In trying to understand
why the sepoys suddenly turned upon their
British superiors, these authors created
conspirators to lead the sepoys astray. Sir John
Kaye's culprits were the Brahman, the members
of India's highest caste, Hindu priests. In short,
Kaye argues that the Brahman felt their caste
was under attack as the "enlightenment,"

brought by the British, crept in upon them. He
writes that the Brahman "saw that, as new
provinces were one after another brought under
British rule, the new light must diffn,aeff
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elements of "dominance" and "subordination."22
Guha sees a "triumvirate" ruling the peasantry:
the "landlord, the moneylender and the official"
who "came to form under colonial rule."23 The

peasants exhibited their colonia! awareness,
Guha feels, by attempting to destroy these
relationships and thereby "engaged himself in
what was essentially a political task."24 The
peasant was by no means frivolously revolting.
He "risked all by attempting to destroy [these
relationships] by rebellion." 5 The peasant was
not "spontaneous" in his revolts, and "knew
what he was doing. The fact that this was
designed primarily to destroy the authority of
the superordinate elite and carried no elaborate
blueprint for its replacement, does not put it
outside the realms of politics."26 The peasant,
Guha concludes, was aware of his own "project
of power."

Throughout Guha's work, however, he
views the peasantry as a collective and they by
no means are. They span castes that are very
distinct from one another: untouchables,
farmers, merchants, soldiers, etc. His
predisposition towards Marxist glorification of
the collective masses eliminates their unique
voices. Gayatri Chakravorty Spivak complains
about Guha's representation of the peasant in
her article, "Can the Subaltern Speak?": "The
terms 'people' and 'subaltern classes' [are] uses
as synonymous.throughout [Guha's definition.]
The social groups and elements included in this
category represent the demographic difference
between the total Indian population and all those
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Guha 6.

is Dipesh Chakrabarty, Postco!oniallty and the Artifice

of History, in Bill Ashcroft, et ah, eds., The Post Colonial Studies

Reader (London: Routledge, 1995), 384-385.

16 Guha 2.

17 Guha 3.

18 Guha 3.

1 Gufia 4.

2o Guha 4.

1 Guha 5.

22 Guha 6.

Guha 8.
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invasion of Cuba, although he had suspected an
attack had been in the works for some time.
Travelling to the Kennedy compound in Palm
Beach, Florida on 18 November 1960, Allen
Dulles, Director of the Central Intelligence
Agency, and Richard Bissell, Assistant Director,
outlined the impending invasion to the
President-elect. "While... from this moment
Kennedy harbored grave doubts regarding the
size, daring, and concealability of the CIA
invasion plan, Kennedy still gave the impression
that he generally agreed with it, pending his
final official approval."s Kennedy was informed
of the plan for the invasion to be organized by
the CIA, overseen by the White House and
carried out by Cuban refugees living and
training in the United States. Dulles and Bissell
briefed the President-elect a second time on the
twenty-seventh of November6 and he was
formally briefed by President Eisenhower
himself on the sixth of December7

Both Kermedy and Eisenhower knew that
the president had not given Cuba a high priority
in his administration. However, once Castro
was discovered to be Communist, Eisenhower
and his advisors, in addition to the American
people, felt something must be done about the
red presence in the Western Hemisphere, and
Eisenhower had entrusted the planning of the
mission to Dulles and BisseI1. Eisenhower
revealed to Kennedy that this invasion had been
in the planning stages for nearly a year, since
March 1960, and that he had appropriated
funding of $13 million for the project in August
of that year.8 President Eisenhower advised
Kennedy to go ahead vdth the plan, "mak[ing] it
clear that the project is going very well and that
it is the new administration's responsibility to
do whatever is necessary to bring it to a
successful conclusion."9 Eisenhower advocated

his support even if it meant going public with
the invasion. He told Kennedy, "We cannot let
the present government there go on."1°
Believing that he fully understood what was
being intended, Kennedy thanked Eisenhower
for the information and prepared to take control
of the highest office in the land.

Inauguration Day dawned cold and snowy
inthe nation's capital that year11 and no one
knew just how hot it would get for the new
President and his administration before

Kennedy's fabled one hundred days were over.
The original Cuban D-Day was scheduled for 1
March 1961, giving Kennedy just under two
months to make a decision if the invasion were
to proceed.12 The date of invasion was
postponed several times to allow Kennedy more
time to gather information and decide what he
wanted to do.

Almost immediately after the inauguration,
Dulles and Bissell, acting on behalf of the CIA,
began pressuring the President for a decision on
whether to go forth with the invasion.
According to one participant, "Allen and Dick
didn't just brief us on the Cuban operation.
They sold us on it."13 The CIA director and his
assistant outlined the plan for the
President, making it as accurate as they could.
However, their version of the story turned out
to be inherently inaccurate, as they were too
closely connected to the situation and too much
in favor of its occurrence.

The CIA...supplied President Kennedy and
his advisers with chosen reports on the
unreliability of Castro's forces and the extent of
Cuban dissent. The agency did not dwell,
however, on its own Board of Estimates's
memoranda that foresaw a continuous
reinforcement of Castro's power, nor did it
mention other pessimistic reports from
independent observers.14

To put it bluntly, Dulles and Bisseli refused
to take no for an answer, due to the amount of
time they had put in on the project. Dulles
stated: "We had made it very clear to the
President that to call off the operation would
have resulted in a very unpleasant situation."15
Even knowing that a similar plan had not
worked in Guatemala, the CIA and Joint Chiefs
of Staff pushed ahead to get the President's
approval. As a member of the Joint Chiefs
declared, "You couldn't expect us... to say this
plan is no damn good, you ought to call it off;
that's not the way you do things in government.
•.. The CIA were doing their best in the
planning, and we were accepting it."!6 In the
end, rather than giving Kennedy several invasion
plans to choose from, Dulles and Bissell simply
demanded a yes or no decision from him on the
plan they had outlined. Kennedy had no idea
that Dulles and Bissell were overestimating the
Cuban public's distrust of the Castro regime and
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no idea that they were overestimating the
effectiveness of the Cuban forces being trained
in Miami. Not being one to be pushed into a
decision, Kennedy told Dulles and Bissell that he
was going to consult with his advisors before
making a decision. This sounds like a good idea
in retrospect, given the now-known inaccuracies
in the CIA plan. However, Kennedy's advisors

were to let him down as well.
It was not only the inaccuracies of the

information Kennedy was presented that led
him to make the decision to go ahead with the
invasion. Before approving the proposal,
Kennedy called a meeting of his closest advisors
on 4 April 1961, with the intention of
making a final decision on whether to carry out
the proposed plan.

Present at the meeting were: Secretary
of State, Dean Rusk; Secretary of Defense,
Robert S. McNamara, and Secretary of the
Treasury, Douglas Dillon; General Lyman L.
Lenmitzer, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of
Staff; Allen Dulles, Director of the CIA and
his Assistant, Richard Bissell; Presidential
Assistant, McGeorge Bundy; Paul Nitze,
Kennedy's specialist on strategic planning at
the Pentagon; Thomas Mann, Assistant
Secretary of State on Latin-American Affairs;
Adolf A. Berle, Jr., Arthur M. ScFflesinger, Jr.,
and Richard Goodwin, three Kennedy
specialists on Latin America, and one
outsider, Senator William Fulbright,
Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee...17

While there was overwhelming support at the
meeting for going ahead with the invasion, two
individuals present expressed extreme concern
about the invasion: Dean Rusk and William
Fulbright. In addition, Under Secretary of State
Chester Bowles, who had not been included in
the meeting, was steadfastly against the
invasion. Kennedy was unfortunate in not
taking the advice of these three men into careful
consideration when he made his final decision.
It was also quite unfortunate that the President
failed to consult his United Nations ambassador,
Adlai Stevenson, who was kept in the dark
throughout the invasion's planning.

As Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations
Committee, William Fulbright's opinion should
have been one of the most weighty in President
Kennedy's decision-making. However, it was
only after he presented the President with "a

memorandum outlining the legal, moral, and
political objections to an invasion"is that
Fulbright was invited to the meeting on the
fourth of April. Fulbright was strongly against
the Bay of Pigs invasion, mostly because of the
moral repercussions he felt the United States
would face in its aftermath. "To give this
activity even covert support is of a piece with
the hypocrisy and cynicism for which the
United States is constantly denouncing the
Soviet Union in the United Nations and
elsewhere. The point will not be lost on the rest
of the world - nor on our own consciences."19

Fulbright predicted that the operation would be
a resounding failure and by allowing United
States intervention, "we would.., have
assumed the responsibility for public order in
Cuba, and in the circumstances this would
unquestionably be an endless can of worms."2°
He recommended the President use the utmost
caution in approving this mission as "the Castro
regime is a thorn in the flesh; but it is not a
dagger in the heart,"2! indicating he thought
Cuba was not worth the risk of Cuban lives and
American credibility. Fulbright was the most
vocal, adamant critice
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grave doubts about the overall feasibility of the
operation. Upon reviewing Bowles's memo,
these feelings became even more insistent.
"Personally I was skeptical about the Bay of Pigs
plan from the beginning,"24 stated Rusk in his
memoirs. However, believing that the rest of
the administration was in favor of the operation,
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President that "the American people will never
approve direct military intervention, by their
own forces, except under provocations against
us so clear and so serious that everybody will
understand the need for the move."32 This

ominous warning would have a particular
significance later in Kennedy's administration.

Even after consulting numerous sources, the
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RULES
OF

WITTENBERG COLLEGE!
1. The College bel! will ring every mortifng at 6 o'clock, al wblch

tinre every student is expected to rise.
2. At 6 1/2 o'clock the bell will ring, when the studellts will

assemble for worship.
3. At 7 o'clock, the breakfast bellwill ring.
4. At quarter past 7, every student is expected to have his bed

made aild rooul swept.
5. At 9 o'eiock, tbe bell will annomlee tire conmxencemehi of

study hours.
6. At 12 o'clock tile dhiner bell will ring.
7. At quarter past 5 the supper bell.
8. At 7 P.M., the bell wilI ring for evelllarg worslfip.
9. The recreation hours will be from breakfast until hall past 8

A.M., from 12 until 2 P.M., and from 5 until 7 P.M., at all other hours
each s tullent will be expected to be in Iris own room, so that all
vlalt hig must be done iir recreation hours and AT NO OTHER TIME,

10. Every student shall keep hi his room a bucket to receive the
waste water mid all rubbish, wkfich must be carried out of the house,
so fllat nothing of fl e kind be t krown out of the windows, Every one
violating this rule will subject lfimseK to a tine of 25 cents for every
offense.

11. Every student using tobacco, will be expected to keep a
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Japan. In this predicament Japan had two
choices. Either to wall itself off from the
outside world as it did during the isolationist
period of the Tokugawa era, or to attempt to
control the surrounding environment so it will
not be able to spring any surprises on the
Japanese. Thus, Meiji Japan underwent a radical
transformation not only from handicrafts to
modern industry but also from reclusive
feudalism to expansionism. This new
expansionism is seen through Japan's opening of
Korea through the Treaty of Kangha, the Sino-
Japanese war and the Russo-Japanese war. The
victory over Russia was especially significant
since it was the first time an Asian country

triumphed over a major European power. Japan
had established itself as a peer of the other
Western powers.

Japan stands today as the world's only non-
white first world country. It has done this, not
just through vigorous western adaptation, but
also by the use of its unique cultural strengths
such as its enormous drive and emphasis on
community. As any visitor to Japan can easily
testify, it has remained true to its own cultural
identity. It has shown us that in this highly
polarized world of poverty and power, there is
alternatives to the white, western model of
success.

Notes

1PaulAkamatsu, Meiji 1868 (London: Ruskin House,

1972) 142.

2 W.G. Beasley, The Rise o[ Modern lapan (New York: St.

Martin's Press, 1998) 61.

Beasley, 66.
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Germany was concerned, the Soviets could share
in the spoils when Poland was conquered.7
James L. Stokesbury also suggests that "[Stalin]
could make a deal with Hitler, they could divide
Poland between them, Hitler would (probably)
turn west, and Germany, France, and Britain
would fight it out, after which Stalin would
move in and pick up the pieces."s

It is difficult to blame Stalin for accepting
Ribbentrop's offer. He offered what the Anglo-
French delegation could not: Poland and non-
involvement. The answer to the question, "Why

did the Soviets accept Ribbentrop's offer of
Poland and noninvolvement?" is simply: "It was
better." The Anglo-French delegation could not
even guarantee Poland's cooperation with the
Red Army. If Stalin had any hopes of remaining
in Poland after assisting her, they were not
sufficient enough to form an alliance with France
and Britain. The drawbacks far outweighed any
beneficial outcome for the Soviets.
Consequently, Ribbentrop's offer appeared the
better of the two, and the Soviet's seized the
Pact while Ribbentrop seized the day.

Notes

i Anthony P. Adamthwaite, The Making o[the Second

World War (London: Routledge, Chapman and Hall, Inc., 1992),

218.

2 P.M.H. Bell, The Origins of the Second World War in

Europe, 2nd ed. Origins of Modern Wars (London: Addison

Wesley Longman Limited, 1997), 292.

3 Donald Cameron Watt, How War Came: The Immediate

Origins of the Second World War, 4938-t939 (New York: Pantheon

Books, 1989), 463

4 Watt, 456.

: Watt, 451 2.

Bel!, 296.

7 Watt, 457

8 James L. Stokesbury, A Shorl History of World War II

(New York: William Morrow and Company, Inc., 1980), 65.
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Thunder echoed through the valley. The
peopie heard the rumble of the waters without
seeing the thirty-six foot high wave as it
descended upon their city.1 It was May thirty-
first 1889, and the South Fork Dam, a
notoriously unstable earthen structure, had burst
unleashing millions of gallons of water upon the
population of the valley below. The water-
logged population of Johnstown had already
been enduring yet another annual flood fourteen
miles down the valley, and citizens worked to
save merchandise and possessions from the
ever-rising water of the storm.

On Washington street, George Heiser
contemplated the safety of his beloved carriage
horses tied in their stalls in the stable. In the
end, he sent his son Victor out to untie the
horses and lead them to dry ground.2 This
errand surreptitiously saved his life.

As he untied his father's fine horses, he too
heard the coming of the waters of the South
Fork Reservoir as the wall of water and debris
encroached upon his home. Victor emerged
from the stable and saw his father motioning for
him to climb onto the stable roof, which he did
hastily. Later on in life he remembered watching
the flood waters advance upon his home. He
recalled that "... It was not recognizable as
water; it was a dark mass in which seethed
houses, freight cars, trees, and animals. As this
wail struck Washington Street broadside, my
boyhood home was crushed like an eggshell
before my eyes, and I saw it disappear."4 He
never saw his parents alive again.

A few moments after the floodwaters
crushed his home they struck the barn upon
which he was perched. The structure was ripped
from its foundations and rolled over and over
like a barrel. Victor desperately scrambled along

the sections above water and somehow
managed to stay on top. As the stable was
thrown into the neighbor's house, he leapt into
the air and miraculously landed on the roof.

Unfortunately for Victor, the walls of the
housed collapsed under the pressure and he was
dropped onto yet another home. This time he
dangled precariously from the eaves, but
couldn't hold on any longer and fell into empty
space. Victor had landed on the bam roof upon
which he had originally sought shelter. The
screams of injured and dying people as well as
the splintering of building surrounded him and
blended with the roar of the rushing waters.
Nearly everyone who was swept away by the
flood had some piece of clothing torn away
from their body, and some were left completely
naked. From the barn roof, Victor observed

people passing by him clinging to life on various
objects, s He recognized some of the people
drifting by. Victor recalled that "'I saw the
Italian fruit dealer Mussante, " lth his wife and
two children, racing along on what seemed to be
their old barn floor'.Suddenly the whole mass of
wreckage heaved up and crushed them out of
existence."6

Victor continued to ride the crest of the
wave clinging to the roof of the barn for dear
life. He noticed that he was being propelled
toward a jam of houses and debris that had
collected between a two-story building and a
stone church. Once again, he was tossed from
the barn roof. He had to jump over the girders
and trees the force of the water pitched at him,
and after each jump miraculously landed on the
barn roof. Finally, it seemed as if he was going
to die; a freight car descended toward him. Just
before he was crushed by it, the brick building
gave way and released the pent-up water
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pressure. Victor's barn roof, upon which he had
once again landed, shot out from underneath the
freight car and continued along the relatively
peaceful crest of the water. 7

Like many other victims, Victor drifted
helplessly along the top of the flood waters, and
waited to see where he would be deposited. He
gazed around at the others struggling to stay



Surviving the Torrent: Victor Heiser and the Great Flood of Johnstown, Pennsylvania ° 29

Bibliography
"Driver o1 Old Horse-Drawn Streetcar Tells Experiencef

Johnstnwn Daily Tribune 31 May 1939, ?.

Dvorchak, Bob. "Flood City Doesn't Try to Deny its History',

Johnstown Tribune Democrat 29 May 1985, 30.

Fetrikin, Albert Barns, "Reminicence[sic.] of the Great Flood on

May 31st 1889, date of account unknownf photocopy of

typed version of handwritten original. Courtesy o1

Cambria County Historical Society, Bbensburg, PA.

Heiser, Victor M.D. An American Doctor's Odyssey: Adventures

in Forty-Five Countries. New York: W. W. Norton 8 Co.

Inc. Publishers, 1936.

Rice, Robert G. "Hell on Earth: South Fork Man Recalls Tragedyf

The Tribune-Democrat 2 June 1959, ?.

McCullough, David G. The Johnstown Flood. New York: Simon

and Schuster, 1968.

Waiters, Phil. Johnstown, My Uncle, and the Flood: A Fresh and

Eyewitness Narrative of a Community as its Destiny

Unfolds. Ligonier, PA: Cliffwood Publishing, 1989.

O'Connor, Richard. Johnstown: The Day the Dam Broke.

London: Alvin Redman Ltd., 1959.

**NOTE: The eyewitness account and newspaper articles were

sent to me from the Cambria County Historical Society in

Ebensburg, Pennsylvania. Some of these sources did not have all

o£ the bibliographic information, and one article did not have

enough information available to use for citation.



I CONTRIBUTORS • 30

CONTRIBUTORS

John Bodin is a two-year captain on the Wittenberg men's lacrosse team and is .vice president of the
Student Athlete Advisory Committee. Next year, he plans to continue his education at University of
Toledo Law School.

Andrea Brunsvold is a senior English and History double major at Wittenberg, and a member of Phi


