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The Student Showcase 
Program 

The UAA Student Showcase Program is designed to highlight 
the extraordinary work of students throughout the University of 
Alaska Anchorage system. It is with great pride we present the 
2010 Student Showcase Journal. 

The Student Showcase Academic Conference and Journal have 
been in existence for twenty-six years. The conference is a unique 
program in the State of Alaska where students present original 
papers, musical performances, artwork, and projects. The Student 
Showcase Committee examines policies and procedures, reviews 
promotional material, and selects award recipients. 

Each year the Student Showcase Conference creates 
opportunities for dialogue among university and community 
members. Students submit their best work for evaluation by 
objective faculty members from their discipline; selected works 
are presented at the conference; and distinguished community 
members are invited to evaluate, critique, and comment on the 
students' works. The very best papers, performances, artwork, 
and projects are published in the Student Showcase Journal. 

Students participated in this year's conference on 
April 8 and 9. From the 59 entries submitted, 37 were presented 
at the conference, nine were awarded top honors and three 
were awarded honorable mention. The conference participants 
(students, staff, faculty, hosts, and community commentators) 
were invited to attend the awards luncheon where the winners 
were announced. 

The UAA Student Showcase continues to be a success year 
after year and this is due to the continued support of faculty 
members and, of course, UAA students! We hope that this journal 
reflects the dedication and commitment of all those involved. 



About the Student Showcase 
Searching for Excellence 

fml 
The UAA Student Showcase was designed to 
search for excellence among students' course 
work, expose students to activities important 

Wi 'i to an academic lifestyle, and develop closer 
^ * *—I working relationships among students, faculty, 

staff, and administrators at UAA and the com
munity. The Student Showcase and journal remain unique in Alaska 
and provide a sense of accomplishment, recognition, and pride for our 
students and university. 

Sharon K. Araji 
Showcase Founder 
Professor Emeritus, Sociology 
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Escalation in Political Speech: 
A Critique of Augustine's Rhetorical Theory 
of the Aim of the Orator as seen in the Joe 

the Plumber Fiasco 
Katherine Baum 

English 434: History of Rhetoric 
Dr. Kerri Morris, Associate Professor 

The Rhetorical Event 

Political venues often churn up the most interesting rhetori
cal events as politicians and journalists twist words and ideas of 
their opponents in all sorts of directions. This article will examine 
a rhetorical event that involves President Barack Obama, Senator 
John McCain, Governor Sarah Palin and Joe Wurzelbacher, other
wise known as Joe the Plumber. The rhetorical event in question 
all started on Barack Obama's campaign trail when Obama came 
across Joe Wurzelbacher. Joe asked him some questions about 
taxes and small businesses. Wurzelbacher was concerned that 
under Obama's tax plan he would be paying more taxes. He men
tioned that he was a plumber, hardworking and honest and he 
did not feel like he should be punished with more taxes. Obama 
answered these questions with his ideas and beliefs about his tax 
plan which were that he would lower the taxes for the income 
earnings under a certain amount and raise the taxes for earners 
over a certain amount. Unfortunately he then said the infamous 
phrase, "spread the wealth" ("Meet Joe Plumber/ Obama talks to 
Joe Plumber (FULL VIDEO)") which hinted at socialist values. 

Obama's comments to Joe the Plumber became a catalyst 



for the rhetorical firestorm from the Republican candidates, John 
McCain and Sarah Palin. McCain attacked Obama at the final presi
dential debate on his tax plan, Palin made appearances with Joe 
the Plumber at many different rallies and also fired up crowds with 
words on how Joe the Plumber had revealed the real Barak Obama. 
Their reactions as seen through a series of three video clips demon
strate the different aspects of Augustine's rhetorical theory of the 
aim of the orator. Their reactions also portray how an incomplete 
use of Augustine's aim of the orator was ultimately the downfall of 
their claims. 

Augustine's Aims of the Orator 

Augustine, in book 4 of his book On Christian Doctrine, laid 
out his theory of what the aim of the orator should be which is to 
teach, to delight and to persuade the listeners or the audience. For 
Augustine, rhetoric required eloquence and wisdom. It was the job 
of the Christian teacher to defend the Christian faith, correct errors 
in thought, teach only what was right and godly, to disclaim what 
was sinful and to teach those who were ignorant of what was right. 
He based his theory on Cicero's theory and Cicero based his theory 
on Horace. Horace, in his book Ars Poetica, wrote that literature 
should teach and delight. This injunction was called the Horatian 
Platitude. He insisted that literature should be didactic and delight
ful, appealing to the mind and moral sense of the audience and 
appealing to the emotions of the audience. Cicero built on Horace's 
idea and applied the Platitude to rhetoric. He added the idea of 
persuasion saying that the aim of the orator was to teach, to please 
and to move. 

Augustine utilized Cicero and Horace's ideas but actually 
added an order and an importance to the aims of the orator. 
Augustine wrote that the rhetorician, "must not only teach so as 
to give instruction, and please so as to keep up the attention, but 



he must also sway the mind so as to subdue the will" (On Christian 
Doctrine). For Augustine, the last two, delighting and persuading, 
were much more important than teaching, he wrote, "But if he 
wishes to delight or persuade his hearer as well, he will not accom
plish that end by putting his thought in any shape no matter what, 
but for that purpose the style of speaking is a matter of important" 
(On Christian Doctrine). For Augustine, teaching is of lowest impor
tance in rhetoric, delighting is of middle importance and the most 
significant aspect, according to Augustine, is persuading. This rank
ing is clearly seen in the growth of the Joe the Plumber rhetorical 
event as displayed during the 2008 elections with the republican 
candidates. 

The Orator as the Teacher 

The first part of Augustine's aims of the orator is to teach. He 
believed that a man must first, "be instructed before they can be 
moved" (On Christian Doctrine). For Augustine, this was the foun
dation of the rhetorical argument. Although it was not of highest 
importance, it was a must have in a rhetorical argument and the 
foundation upon which the success of delighting and persuading 
were built. John McCain demonstrated Augustine's aim of teaching 
the audience using four main teaching points that will be detailed 
below. 

• Retelling what happened 
• Giving information about Joe the Plumber 
• Educating on the problems with Obama's tax plan 
• Teaching about the success of his tax plan 
In the final presidential debate between Obama and McCain, 

McCain rehashed the meeting of Joe the Plumber and Obama. 
He described to the audience the conversation between Obama 
and Joe the Plumber. He is instructing the audience of what hap
pened between the two men and he also gives details about Joe 



the Plumber. McCain says that Joe is just a man who wanted to 
buy the business that he had been working 10-12 hour days at 
for years. McCain says in the debate that, "Joe was trying to real
ize the American dream" ("McCain Attacks Obama about "Joe the 
Plumber""). McCain then educated the audience on the problems 
with Obama's tax plan saying that with Obama's plan, people like 
Joe will not be able to pursue their dreams. McCain then laid out 
a lot of numbers to saying that, "50 % of small business income 
taxes are paid by small businesses, that is 16 million jobs in 
American..." ("McCain Attacks Obama about "Joe the Plumber""). 
In a last effort to teach the audience, McCain assured the American 
public that he would keep the taxes low and help people like Joe 
the Plumber realize their dreams. 

McCain here demonstrates Augustine's first part of the aim 
of the orator which was to teach the audience. McCain educated 
the listeners not only about who Joe the Plumber was but also 
about the follies of Obama's plan and the Tightness of his plan. 
Augustine held that teaching was a necessity in rhetoric. He wrote, 
"the teaching, which is a matter of necessity, depends on what we 
say; the other two on the way we say it"(On Christian Doctrine). In 
this light, it is easy to see the importance of McCain's educational 
speech to the public. It was a teaching moment for McCain as he 
was not concerned with how he was saying the facts, but just that 
the facts were brought to light. 

The Orator as the Delighter 

For Augustine, teaching was a necessity but delighting and 
persuading were what was going to make the speech have form 
and be powerful. Augustine's second aim was to delight. This part 
of rhetoric was the beauty of rhetoric. Unlike teaching which was 
the part of rhetoric that was more about what was said, Augustine 
notes that delighting is about how it is said. Augustine also believed 



that if a rhetorician really wanted his point to be accepted and 
persuasion to happen, then the rhetorician must delight the audi
ence with eloquent speech. The audience would then be "pleased if 
you speak with sweetness and elegance..." {On Christian Doctrine) 
and if you delight the audience then you will be able to move into 
persuasion. An example of Augustine's idea of delighting is seen in 
the speech given by Sarah Palin at a rally at Bowling Green State 
University. She uses four ways in which she delights the audi
ence. 

• Visual presence 
• Exciting words 
• Skillful delivery 
• Passion provoking vocabulary 
Here in this speech, she delights the audience with her skillful 

and exciting delivery. Her presence alone is enough to delight the 
audience as the video opens with them chanting and screaming 
their applause. Her smile, determined look, overall attractiveness 
and even her clothes are eye-catching and delightful to the audi
ence. She uses words that are meant to excite the crowds and not 
to teach them. She also uses phrases that spark passion in the 
audience. An example of this is seen in her description of Joe the 
Plumber. She says that he is a "fellow military man who has served 
our country proudly" ("Sarah Palin and Joe the Plumber rally in 
Bowling Green."). She also describes him as a man who wears, 
"carhartts and steel-toed boats" ("Sarah Palin and Joe the Plumber 
rally in Bowling Green."). These words were carefully chosen to 
delight the audience. There is no teaching involved in this introduc
tion, instead Palin is firing up the audience and delighting them 
with her description of Joe the Plumber. He is seen here as a hard 
working American who fought for our country. 

Palin's job for this rally and this speech was to delight the audi
ence through her speech and eloquent language to be persuaded 
to see Joe the Plumber as an average guy being picked on by 



Obama. Her agenda clearly is in-line with Augustine's belief that 
"...the hearer must be pleased in order to secure his attention..." 
(On Christian Doctrine). Here, Palin is trying not to teach the audi
ence about Obama and his tax plan or even McCain and his plan, 
instead she is priming the audience to be persuaded. 

The Orator as the Persuader 

Lastly, Augustine believed that of highest importance in rheto
ric and of highest importance for the orator was to persuade the 
audience. Augustine believed that if an orator was able to reach 
this stage then it was a triumph. In fact, for Augustine persuasion 
was just a success and never a necessity. His view makes sense 
in the knowledge that he believed rhetoric was meant for an edu
cated priest or member of the clergy to preach goodness and help 
the ignorant see the light. He believed that these orators should 
always have a foundation teaching and should speak as best as 
they could to delight the audience. In many cases, this combina
tion alone though might not be enough, sometimes the audience 
would not understand or the sinner might not convert. In this 
light, for Augustine, persuasion was the tip of the spear. When 
combined with teaching and delighting any man could be moved. 
He said, "For if a man be not moved by the force of truth, though 
it is demonstrated by his own confession, and clothed in beauty 
of style, nothing remains but to subdue him by the power of elo
quence..." (On Christian Doctrine). Persuasion for Augustine was 
always a triumph. Persuasion for Augustine was very important 
because it moved men. He wrote, "he must be persuaded in order 
to move him to action" (On Christian Doctrine). Moving people to 
action is what Sarah Palin tried to accomplish in this last example 
of a speech given at a rally. She tries to persuade her audience 
through: 

• Her celebrity 



• Provocative words 
• Emotion including fear and anger 
The video clip opens with a wild chant from the audience 

of "Sarah. Sarah. Sarah" ("Sarah Palin Says "Joe The Plumber" 
Revealed The "Real" Obama."). Her goal here was to persuade the 
audience and she did this through her words which spark many 
emotions in the audience. First, anger which is awoken with the 
phrase, "We want to cut taxes and our opponent wants to raise 
them" ("Sarah Palin Says "Joe The Plumber" Revealed The "Real" 
Obama."). Fear is used with the claim that Obama wants, "govern
ment to take our money and decide how to redistribute it" ("Sarah 
Palin Says "Joe The Plumber" Revealed The "Real" Obama."). Palin 
also makes a few exaggerated comments. She claims that Joe the 
Plumber finally was able to get Obama to state his opinions on 
taxes in "plain language" ("Sarah Palin Says "Joe The Plumber" 
Revealed The "Real" Obama.") and that Joe suggested to Obama 
that this "sounded a little bit like socialism" ("Sarah Palin Says 
"Joe The Plumber" Revealed The "Real" Obama."). Fear and anger 
are again used with these phrases as the idea is put out there 
that Obama had been hiding his true colors or lying and that his 
values and beliefs are centered on socialism. Palin here is trying 
to persuade the audience to not vote for Obama but instead to 
vote for the McCain ticket. She is trying to move them to action 
as Augustine tells the orator to do, through her emotional appeal 
to the audience. Augustine believed that an orator would know if 
their persuasion worked because the listener would be, "drawn by 
your promises, and awed by your threats; if he reject what you 
condemn, and embrace what you commend; if he grieve when you 
heap up objects for grief, and rejoice when you point out an object 
for you; if he pity those whom you present to him as objects of 
pity, and shrink from those whom you set before him as mean to 
be feared and shunned..." {On Christian Doctrine). Here, Palin tries 
to rely on scaring the audience with persuasion into voting for the 



Republican ticket. 

Failure of Augustine's Aims of the Orator 

But McCain and Palin's use of Augustine's aims do not work 
in this rhetorical event because each speech was incomplete. First 
McCain used only teaching in his speech to the American public 
at the presidential debate. His words were not eloquent and the 
speech was not delivered well. In the second example, Palin used 
only delight in her introduction of Joe the Plumber. Her words and 
appearance are appealing, yet they have no depth or backbone. 
Lastly, Palin again tired to just persuade her audience at the speech 
given at the last rally. Her words are delivered eloquently and she 
succeeds at delighting them, but she does not really rely on evi
dence. Instead she just uses fear and anger to spark passion in the 
crowd which might have worked if she had added more teaching 
and accurate facts. The problem with this three speeches are that 
neither candidate utilized all three, instead they relied on just one 
aim to accomplish the goal of moving the audience. 

Many politicians do what Palin and McCain did in the 2008 
election which is to use only incomplete parts of Augustine's aim of 
the orator. But McCain and Palin are easy examples of this incom
pleteness because they give such stark contrasts. Palin on one hand 
was accused during the election of not having enough knowledge 
whereas McCain was accused of being boring. These accusations, 
whether true or false, were seen in their speech styles especially 
in the rhetorical event detailed above. While McCain might have 
taught the audience, he did not delight or persuade, lending him
self to being seen as boring. And while Palin might have delighted 
the audience and tried to persuade them by igniting emotional 
responses, but she did not teach them, and was therefore seen as 
having no depth or knowledge. Augustine instead wanted these 
three aims to be used together. The republican ticket's inability to 



utilize these three aims could have been why the lost the election, 
as their arguments and claims were incomplete. 
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Katherine Baum 

Katherine Baum was born and raised in 
Anchorage, Alaska. However, she moved to San 
Antonio, Texas for high school, where she gradu
ated from Sandra Day O'Connor High School 
in 2006. She graduated from the University of 
Alaska Anchorage in the Spring of 2010 with a 
Bachelor of Arts in English Education and a minor 
in History. Katherine will begin working towards 
completing her Master of Social Work from the 
University of Alaska Anchorage in Fall 2010. 
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"Divertimento-Movement 3" 
by Alfred Uhl 

Clarinet Ensemble 
Mario Ayerdis, Lance Hagood, Kacee Muth, and Hayden Sterling 

Music 303: University Wind Ensemble 
Dr. Mark Wolbers, Professor 

Alfred Uhl (1909-1992) composed the Divertimento for 3 
clarinets and bass in 1942 while recovering from a war injury 
in Austria. The piece, written for the clarinetists of the Vienna 
Philharmonic, was not published until the 1950's due to an 
accident that destroyed the original printing plates. Uhl was an 
Austrian born composer who studied under Franz Schmidt at the 
Vienna Music Academy until 1932 receiving his diploma in com
position. He later returned to the academy to teach composition, 
orchestration and theory in 1945 until his retirement in 1980. 
As a 20th composer, Uhl used facets of atonality, neo-classicism, 
serialism, traditional tonal and contrapuntal styles of writing. He 
used a great deal of chromaticism, and chord tones to get his point 
in the music across to the listener. Uhl wrote extensively for the 
clarinet, both educational works and pieces like the Divertimento. 

The Divertimento is a challenging four part piece that features 
each player as a soloist at some point during it. The third move
ment has two distinguishable sections. The first is a quick section 
with a lot of movement between each member of the quartet each 
playing a part in the very dense melody. The section section is a 
quieter, calmer section with an independent line playing the melo
dy. This piece takes a dedicated, well formed and well rehearsed 
group of musicians to play. 
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Clarinet Ensemble 

The UAA Clarinet Ensemble was formed six 
years ago out of the students in Dr. Mark Wolbers' 
clarinet studio. The ensemble has received many 
awards, including student grants and a previous 
Student Showcase, and has performed in over 
100 recitals and concerts. This year's ensemble 
was a quartet of students, Mario Ayerdis, Lance 
Hagood, Kacee Muth and Hayden Sterling. Mario 
is a graduate of Dimond High School and gradu
ated in Fall 2010 with degree in Music Education. 
Lance graduated from East High School and is cur
rently majoring in Music Education. Kacee gradu
ated from Palmer High School and will graduate 
in Spring 2010 with a degree in Music Education. 
Hayden is a graduate of Kenai High School and is 
currently majoring in Music Education. 

12 



Suffering Desire 

Gideon Gerlt 

Art 499: Senior Thesis 
Mr. Hugh McPeck, Associate Professor 

My objective with this body of work is to use my interpreta
tion of desire and suffering in relationships to create a narrative 
vision of personal experience that reaches beyond myself. I hope 
my work will connect to viewers in a way that will both clarify and 
question their own experiences. In portraying the complexity of 
emotions in regards to the relationships that we develop, I have 
found that this narrative must be expressed as a response to feel
ings about relationship dynamics. 

There are many manifestations or forms which desire takes 
in relationships. Lust and sexual desire are often through of fore
most, however there are many other manifestations of selfish and 
greedy desires, such as relationship power dynamics, or the desire 
to prolong a fading relationship. It is because of the varying nature 
of desire that I find it appropriate to seek representations that do 
not give any straight answers. This also lends itself to a fantastic 
representation. Taking desire out of the direct confines of reality 
and placing it within those of the unreal, or "fantasy" allows me a 
means to amplify circumstance and emotion. 
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Gallery Installation: Masculine Desire, What Lies 
Between, Feminine Desire, We Can't Save Ourselves From This 

Masculine Desire: Porcelain and Steel, 44"x29"x 20" 
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Feminine Desire: Porcelain and Steel, 44"x29"x20" 

What Lies Between: Charcoal and Gesso, 13"x26" 
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We Can't Save Ourselves From This: Charcoal and Gesso, 13"x26" 

Gallery Installation: Head of the Stag, Ornaments of Desire 
(masculine and feminine) and Crown of the Moon 
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Gallery Installation: Crown of the Moon and Ornament of desire 
(feminine) 

Ornament of Desire (feminine) Bronze and Steel 48"x7"x5r 
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Crown of the Moon: Porcelain and Steel, 8"xl l"xlO" 



Gallery Installation: Head of the Stag, Ornament of Desire 
(masculine) 
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Ornament of Desire (masculine): Aluminum and Steel, 
15"xl0"xl0" 
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Head of the Stag: Aluminum, Antler, Bronze and Steel, 
24"xl4"x25" 
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Gideon Gerlt 

Growing up in Talkeetna, Alaska afforded 
Gideon Gerlt a great deal of time to spend with 
both his imagination and the wilderness. These 
two factors have been greatly influential in the 
development of his artistic creativity. If he wasn't 
drawing tree sprites with his set of Prang colored 
pencils, he was fashioning bow and arrow from 
the surrounding woods in the shadow of Mount 
McKinley. Whether Gideon is drawing, welding, 
casting or forging he finds himself compelled to 
represent life and experience in a fantastic man
ner. He observes and reflects on reality, drawing 
out key elements to emphasize in a way that bal
ances the real and the unreal. He enjoys taking 
life experiences and placing them into fictional 
contexts in order to amplify their emotional and 
psychological content. 
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Witnessing Revolution: 
British Exptriates, Diplomats, and Visitors in 

1917 Russia 

Joel Hebert 

History 477: Senior Seminar 
Dr. Elizabeth Dennison, Professor 

In 1787, after Shays' Rebellion in Massachusetts, Thomas 
Jefferson concluded, "I hold it that a little rebellion now and then 
is a good thing, and as necessary in the political world as storms 
in the physical."' Perhaps Jefferson would have been impressed in 
1917, when within the short span of just nine months, Russia had 
experienced two revolutions—one liberal and one communist. The 
revolutions in 191 7 Russia were seminal in charting the course of 
contemporary history. Great historical hallmarks like the Cold War, 
the space race, and the fall of the Berlin Wall all draw back to what 
transpired in Russia in 1917. Thus, as a result of its massive impli
cations for Russia and the world, a greater understanding of the 
Russian Revolution is essential for explaining the twentieth century 
experience as a whole. In hindsight, the year comes together as a 
perfectly scripted historical play, from the collapse of the tsarist 
monarchy and the failure of liberal democracy to counterrevolu
tion and the Bolshevik seizure of power. However, like any revo
lution, it was an exceedingly complex time, with individuals and 
factions acting according to competing and changing motivations. 

In order to make sense of the complexity, it is necessary to 
use the observations of the people who actually experienced and 
recorded these events. Individual eyewitness accounts have both 
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their strengths and their weaknesses. The recollections of a solitary 
outside observer can provide enormous detail into their individual 
experience. However, their angle is only one in a web of millions, 
and it must be correctly placed within the overarching historical 
scheme. In his collection of Western firsthand accounts of the 
Russian Revolution, historian Harvey Pitcher states correctly that, 
"No one witness, however well-informed and energetic, however 
privileged his or her vantage-point, could see more than a small 
part of what was going on."" But if one takes that single unique 
perspective and adds to it a diverse sampling of other individual 
accounts from the same period, a more reasoned and applicable 
analysis can be made. 

Based on geographic region, social class, gender, and politi
cal affiliation, there is a wealth of perspectives of the Russian 
Revolution from which to choose. But the observations of Western 
bystanders are key to understanding the Revolution. Having been 
conditioned to life in stable democracies, Westerners in Russia 
detailed the transformative events of this vastly different society 
from a perspective that was accessible to their readers back home. 
They remain more accessible and relatable to Western scholars 
studying the Revolution today. 

Westerners in 1917 Russia were in the unique position of 
inhabiting two worlds. Like every Russian, they were forced to 
cope with the chaos from March onwards. But, as historian Choi 
Chatterjee, speaking of American women observers, attests to, they 
"all agreed that they were fortunate to be Americans who could 
return to safety and civilization.""1 Thus, they shared in the burdens 
of Russian life, but they knew that their families and interests were 
secure at home. This gave them the courage—perhaps sometimes 
unfounded—to devote themselves more fully to observing the 
Revolution without fear. Marguerite Bennet, a Scottish governess, 
wrote home to her family, "As you can imagine this has been a 
very strange time, but I haven't been a bit frightened."'" 

24 



Outsiders carry and record an alternative perspective that is 
unique from those who are commenting on events from within 
their own country. Pitcher states, "As outsiders, they could see 
more of the game."v This is both a physically and figuratively 
important statement. First, with the benefit of an Allied passport, 
British, American, and French observers could generally go about 
their business in a more unfettered manner than the average 
Russian. As outsiders, they were afforded a certain amount of 
privilege. British journalist Arthur Ransome, in a telegram, wrote, 
"Everywhere great courtesy towards Allies stop This domestic 
affair we not drag you into it represents Russian attitude.""' His 
sentiments are echoed by Stinton Jones, a British engineer and 
resident of Russia from 1905, who stated, "Personally I took the 
precaution of wearing a small Union Jack in my button-hole. In 
spite of this, I was repeatedly challenged by someone in the mob, 
whereupon I uttered the magic word 'Englishman', showed my 
flag, and all was well."™ Undoubtedly the most quaint example 
of the capacity for Westerners to travel about unmolested during 
the Revolution came from the recollection of Meriel Buchanan, the 
British Ambassador's daughter, who described how on the day 
violence began in earnest, "In the afternoon a few English ladies, 
braving the very real dangers of the streets, came to the weekly 
sewing party."™' 

Second, in a more figurative sense, outside observers could 
judge the situation more dispassionately. Russia was not their 
country. Their discomfort was temporary, and most received sti
pends from abroad, ensuring their financial stability. Moreover, 
their families were not threatened, and they could easily leave if 
they needed. Speaking of the origins of the Revolution and its abil
ity to be perceived, Pitcher metaphorically states, "Those glaring 
defects of the old regime that contributed to its downfall are like 
the ugly cracks in some ancient building, more noticeable to an 
uncommitted observer than to many of those living inside."lx Of 
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course, even in a foreign culture, they were not free of bias; but 
cultural differences made their bias less personal. 

It is necessary to bear in mind that memoirs are not hap
hazard recollections. Because they represent a brief synthesis of 
an extended period of time, each recorded addition is carefully 
chosen and placed in accordance with other observations, from 
the high politics of Lenin, Trotsky, Kerensky, and Miliukov to "how 
the ladies who collected tickets on the trams looked at the chang
ing manners and customs of their passengers."x Thus memoirs 
are constructed by the author to transmit his or her reflections 
in a deliberate manner. Lastly, because memoirs are shaped by 
the writers' upbringing, morals, political affiliations, and gender, 
they reveal as much about the event recorded as about the writers 
themselves. 

The analysis which follows concentrates primarily on British 
expatriates, diplomats, and visitors who witnessed the key events 
of 1917 Russia, specifically the March Revolution, Kerensky's sum
mer offensive, the July Days, the Kornilov affair, and the November 
Revolution, focusing mainly on Petrograd and its environs. The core 
individuals under consideration are M. Philips Price, correspon
dent for the Manchester Guardian, the British embassy's military 
attache Major General Alfred Knox, the aforementioned engineer 
and Russian resident Stinton Jones, and the British Ambassador's 
daughter, Meriel Buchanan.1 Other Britons, both in Petrograd or 
other parts of Russia, who made contributions pertinent to this 
analysis will also be taken into account. If the unique observations 
of these British witnesses are compared to each other—in terms 
of their questions posed, common themes, and conclusions—then 
compared to the established historical record, one can obtain a 
more comprehensive understanding of the Russian Revolution, of 
Britishness, and of the general role of bystanders swept up in a 
revolutionary movement. 
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The End of Tsarist Autocracy 
Summarizing the immediate origins of the March Revolution, 

noted historian of Russia Sheila Fitzpatrick states that "bread 
shortages, strikes, lockouts, and finally a demonstration in honor 
of International Women's Day by female workers of the Vyborg 
district brought a crowd on to the streets of Petrograd that the 
authorities could not disperse."xl Clearly all of these key elements 
played central roles in the overthrow of the tsar; however, from the 
observations of outsiders living in the moment, it is evident that 
the mounting of a full scale Revolution and, above all, its success 
were completely unexpected. Harold Williams, for the Guardian, 
acknowledged that "there was grave discontent throughout Russia, 
but there was no revolutionary organization worth speaking of."x" 
The "grave discontent" which Williams speaks of was undoubtedly 
the same social chaos cited in hindsight by Fitzpatrick, but there 
was no grand conspiracy by the army, by forces on the right or left, 
or indeed by anyone at all. 

The Guardian journalist M. Philips Price perhaps best encap
sulated the general ignorance of all classes, and also of our British 
observers, when he colorfully wrote, "the March Revolution came 
like a thief in the night." He continued, 

How often had its possibility been discussed in Russia 
during the two and a half years that followed the outbreak 
of the Great War! Over samovars and tea-glasses officers 
and students had speculated whether it would come dur
ing the war or after peace. Working men had whispered 
of it in traktirs with bated breath. Soldiers had timidly 
broached the subject to each other in the trenches. When 
at last it came, nobody seemed quite to know what had 
happened. X1" 

Philips Price's analysis touches upon most of the main players in 
the revolutionary movement—the aristocracy and the officer class, 
academics, the working classes, and soldiers. All of these social 
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subgroups played different, and sometimes competing roles, in the 
March Revolution and beyond, but in March of 1917, there was a 
universal attitude amongst all parties—one of surprise. 

Stinton Jones paid tribute to the leaders of anti-monarchical 
parties for having quickly seized the revolutionary mantle brought 
about by the protesting masses. He stated, "It is a great testimony 
to the efficacy of its organization that the leaders were able, the 
moment the opportunity offered, to grasp the situation, act with 
courage and inspiration and, at such short notice, convince the 
people that this was the hour in which to fulfill the destiny of Russia 
as a free nation."*™ Thus, the March Revolution was the result of a 
number of factors that combined at the precise moment in history. 
That moment was Monday, March 12, 1917 in Petrograd.2 From 
the amalgamation of the abovementioned factors, people had 
taken to the streets to show their discontent; however, by March 
12, it was clearly evident that the character of the mob was no 
longer of a riot, but of a revolution. 

Stinton Jones observed on that fateful Monday that "Large 
crowds filled the streets of the city, and these were soon greatly 
reinforced by people from every outlying district."™ Russians 
flooded the main thoroughfares of Petrograd, directing their first 
acts of violence largely at two targets: the transportation network 
and representations of tsarist justice, including courts, police, and 
the military. Caught in the middle were ordinary Russians and 
foreign observers who were left stranded in the mayhem. Meriel 
Buchanan—daughter of the British Ambassador—and her traveling 
friend were two of those affected by the disorder in the transporta
tion system. After returning from vacation early on March 12, they 
arrived at the Finland Station in Petrograd, and were surprised 
to be met by a uniformed British officer. This man was, in fact, 
General Alfred Knox whose observations are to follow. Cabdrivers 
were out on strike, joining the collecting mass of protestors, and 
the tram network had been disabled. A provided car and an 
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embassy escort were necessary to move through the streets of 
Petrograd. 

With a large crowd of Russians milling on the platform and in 
the station, Buchanan showed her initial lack of understanding of 
the situation's gravity and also her aristocratic social conditioning. 
She suggested that her maid find an alternate means of transpor
tation for herself and their luggage, recounting, "The maid had 
better bring on the things in a cab and we can all go together in 
a motor."™ When the officer explained that such an arrangement 
was impossible in light of the events in Petrograd, they were 
forced to make do with the one car and set off together "leaving 
the other passengers gazing after us enviously." Pulling out of the 
station, Buchanan remembered "[passing] a tram with all its win
dows broken, standing desolate on the line."xv" Whichever group 
controlled the transportation network, namely the railroads and 
the trams, controlled the momentum in the struggle. On this first 
day of the revolutionary movement, it was essential for the people 
to commandeer the railways, so as to limit the amount of pro-
Tsar soldiers that could potentially be redirected into Petrograd. 
Meriel Buchanan's recounting of her train station episode provides 
evidence that by early Monday morning, groups of revolutionaries 
had begun the takeover process. Historian William Pethybridge 
states that ultimately "The railways became the agent of revolu
tion and unrest throughout the country in 1917; partly as a passive 
agent, owing to their gross inefficiency, and partly through the 
intervention of the railwaymen, as an active instigator of political 
change."™" 

Making it safely to the Embassy, Meriel Buchanan began to 
witness the revolutionary mob's attack on another important tar
get, the police. She recalled, "Occasionally one could hear bursts 
of firing in the distance, and news was brought that the [Peter 
and Paul] Fortress, after very little resistance, had surrendered to 
the people, and that all the police stations in the town were being 
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raided and burnt. "X1X It had become evident at the start of hostilities 
that neither soldiers, who were fiercely disenchanted by their time 
spent on the frontline, nor the Cossacks, who were the traditional 
horsemen guardians of the monarch, were loyal sources of support 
for Tsar Nicholas II. The police alone remained steadfast in their 
allegiance and were the most visible local source of resistance to 
the Revolution. They thus became the mob's natural target for vio
lence. 

When it was discovered that Tsarist government officials 
had begun to clothe policemen in Russian Army uniforms, gen
eral attitudes turned even more vociferously against the police. 
Revolutionaries directed their violence at them as if on crusade. 
According to Robert Wilton, the correspondent for the London 
Times, the government assumed that by dressing the police as sol
diers, "everybody would be impressed by the loyalty' of the gar
rison, and there would not be any risk of a scandalous refusal on 
the part of soldiers to do their duty."™ Furthermore, police detach
ments were placed on rooftops and volleys of bullets were sporadi
cally shot into the crowded streets of Petrograd. Policemen further 
provoked popular revulsion when they went so far as to position 
sharpshooters in the belfries of church towers, understanding that 
the strong Orthodoxy of the Russian people would make them 
less likely to return fire™' The general attitude of the people of 
Petrograd was that the police were basing their actions on lies and 
sacrilege. The police began to be exterminated en masse. 

When the revolutionaries set their sights on a small-arms fac
tory in Petrograd, police opened fire into the mob, infuriating an 
already passionate crowd. Soldiers who were meant to serve as 
back up to the police lines turned coat, killing their officers and 
joining the looters. The now well-armed mob returned the fire 
of the police equally, and with the added benefit of experienced 
soldiers intermingled amongst their ranks. Stinton Jones recorded 
that "Everywhere the police were shot down without mercy."™" 
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Those who remained were hunted down and killed as efficiently 
as if the mob were tracking wild game. It soon became common 
for policemen to have no other means of escape than to disguise 
their appearance. Jones observed that the most utilized costume 
was to dress as women. He wrote that despite "a pretty hat, a 
thick veil and feminine costume, their identity was invariably 
betrayed by their general bearing and size."™" A similar observa
tion was recorded by an English governess, Rosamond Dowse. 
After being stirred by a noise in her apartment's central hallway, 
she "went to investigate and found a couple of soldiers undressing 
what I thought was a woman—but it was a policeman in lots of 
petticoats!"™ 

The action against the police translated into a wider move
ment against tsarist justice as a whole. Jones continued, "By this 
time the crowd and soldiers had developed into a disorderly rabble 
and, worked up into a frenzy of excitement, turned their atten
tion to the prison and adjoining Courts of Justice. The prison they 
burst open, killing the guards and releasing the inmates who were 
mostly criminals."™" The goal of these attacks against the arbitrary 
authority of the tsarist status quo were both symbolic and con
crete. The face of the autocratic power of the monarchy, namely 
the courts, prisons, and police stations, were being destroyed, 
as was the tsarist system as a whole. Perhaps more importantly 
for the revolutionaries, in the event that their movement failed, 
official records would be gone, eliminating all prior "incriminating 
evidence against themselves."™"' Police stations and courts were 
burned in their entirety to ensure every record was destroyed. But 
Jones described that if a police station formed part of "a large block 
of buildings" all the contents would be carried out into the street 
and burned, as the mob did not "[wish] to injure the property of 
their fellow citizens."™" 

For days prior to the tsarist government's collapse in Petrograd, 
the President of the Duma, Mikhail Rodzianko, advised Nicholas II 

31 



that it was essential for him to invite "persons enjoying the confi
dence of the country to form a new government." He continued, 
"Delay is impossible. Every delay is fatal."™"'" However, the Tsar, 
who was kept isolated, never received these dire warnings coming 
out of Petrograd. His small clique of advisors believed that even the 
most respectable members of the Duma had fallen under the revo
lutionary sway. Had the Tsar reacted immediately to Rodzianko's 
suggestions and set in motion the creation of a constitutional 
monarchy, his position may have been salvaged, as had been the 
case with the creation of the Duma after the Revolution of 1905. 
As it was, by the time Nicholas II began to act, it was too late. He 
eventually abdicated on March 15, 1917, bringing the Romanov 
dynasty to an end. 

The hard fought battle against the autocracy had been won. 
According to the account of Robert Wilton, just three days after the 
movement began, "the city had resumed something of its normal 
appearance."yj,AX He added, "all the railways were working. Fires 
had been extinguished. Everybody was glad to get a respite and 
to enjoy the new-found 'freedom'.',xxx Restaurants and provision 
shops had reopened and were servicing large queues of people. The 
trams began running regularly in Petrograd; however, fares were 
no longer paid or even expected. Governess Rosamond Dowse, 
on asking a fellow passenger to pass her fare to the conductor, 
heard the reply, "Oh, don't bother, you needn't pay now we have 
freedom.'" However, Dowse was insistent, marking her place as 
an outsider, she kindly replied: "Oh, indeed not, I am English and 
we are free but we still pay our fares on buses and trams."yj,J,A This 
cultural difference regarding freedom notwithstanding, Russian 
society had been transformed within the space of a week. In his 
memoir, Stinton Jones relayed a succinct summation heard on the 
street in regards to the March Revolution: "'The slowest people on 
earth had done the quickest thing in history.",xxx" 

While making radical accomplishments in such a short time, 
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the next phase of action, the creation of a new political framework, 
was even more difficult to realize. Factions that had been unified 
against a common opposition—the tsar—were now positioned 
against each other. Here began the divergence of the dueling inter
ests of the left and right or, more precisely, the institutions that 
each side created—the Provisional Government and the Petrograd 
Soviet of Workers' and Soldiers' Deputies. Western journalists, 
like Philips Price, Wilton, and Williams, were the most well placed 
outsiders to comment on the inner workings of the political scene 
during the Revolution. This was due to the wide access they were 
given by the Tsarist administration, which was continued by the 
Provisional Government and Petrograd Soviet. 

The Provisional Government, composed of members of the 
Duma, came into being when it became apparent that the Tsar was 
no longer in the picture. Robert Wilton states that Duma President 
Rodzianko, after failing in his attempts to reason with the Tsar, 
made clear the assembly's intention "to constitute a Provisional 
Government, as there seemed to be no way of re-establishing order 
in the Capital, of saving the country form anarchy, and of enabling 
Russia to continue the war to a successful end.""™"' The framers of 
the Provisional Government understood that they had no electoral 
mandate. They determined that the new organization would rule 
only as an interim body until a national Constituent Assembly 
could be assembled to determine a course of action sanctioned 
by the people's electors. Several military leaders telegraphed their 
approval from the fronts and from the Petrograd garrison, and 
the Allies immediately recognized it as the lawful government of 
Russia™'" The Provisional Government had enough of a support 
base to claim institutional legitimacy; however, popular legitimacy 
coalesced around another revolutionary system. 

The Petrograd Soviet predated the Provisional Government 
by a couple of days as a new political organization. In fact, Sheila 
Fitzpatrick states, "The Soviet was already in session in the Tauride 
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Palace when the formation of the Provisional Government was 
announced on [15 March].',xxxv Smaller councils sprang up in 
every factory and garrison around Petrograd, setting a precedent 
for the spread of these institutions around Russia. The Petrograd 
Soviet called upon local councils to elect one representative per 
one thousand workers or soldiers to attend the central Petrograd 
Soviet. In Russia, characteristics of the Western political model 
were foreign to a society that had more practical experience with 
feudalism than liberal democracy. According to the leftist Guardian 
correspondent M. Philips Price, the creation and spread of the 
Soviets "was a simple, natural process, for Russia was not shackled 
with traditions of Parliaments and institutions dating back to the 
Middle Ages." He continued, "The slate was clean, and there was 
nothing to prevent the Russians from trying new experiments in 
the art of government.',XXXV1 Some political parties, like the Social 
Revolutionaries, went even further, believing that the traditional 
Russian village unit—the mir—had constituted a collective society 
that was more akin to true socialism than the Western system. 
Russia was thus a natural haven for the implementation of social
ism, and the convening of the Petrograd Soviet was the first step 
in that direction. 

Regardless of the philosophical argument, workers and sol
diers saw the practical benefit of the new soviet system. Philips 
Price wrote, "The Petrograd workmen thus suddenly found that 
he could make his voice heard in the affairs of the city and of the 
country through the delegates of his own industrial organization. 
He had not to go through the clumsy formalities of parliamentary 
electoral registration.',xxxv" The conveners of the Petrograd Soviet 
felt empowered by their warm welcome amongst the lower classes. 
While the Provisional Government had no right to claim the legiti
macy of the people, distinguished historian Stephen Smith rightly 
points out that the Petrograd Soviet "had a popular mandate inso
far as 1,200 deputies were elected to it within the first week."xxxvl" 
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Within the first days of the Revolution, they began moving their 
organization from the workplace into the political sphere. 

The Petrograd Soviet issued Order No. 1, which brought 
revolutionary democracy to the Army—a stronghold of reaction 
and conservatism. Soldiers now had the power to form politi
cal associations and to reduce the ability of officers to discipline 
harshly. Most significantly for the balance of power between the 
two pseudo-governments, Order No. 1 stated that every military 
order from the Provisional Government had to be countersigned 
by the Soviet."0™ This established the Soviet's supremacy over the 
Provisional Government in the earliest phase of the Revolution. 
Philips Price wrote, "The power of the middle class over the army 
received from this Order was a blow from which it never recov
ered. And this blow was dealt in the very first days of the March 
Revolution." He continued, "It was no exaggeration to say that 
during the momentous days in the first week of March, 1917, 
when Nicolas II was signing his Abdication Ukase, Room Number 
13 in the Taudria Palace, where the first delegates of the Petrograd 
Council of Workers and Soldiers gathered, was the most important 
centre in the city—indeed in Russia."^ Thus, Russia was resigned 
to what has been called "dual power," or a situation in which exec
utive power was delineated between the Petrograd Soviet and the 
Provisional Government in an uneasy and oftentimes antagonistic 
relationship. The important question was how long this precarious 
balance of power could last. 

Aleksandr Guchkov, the War Minister for the Provisional 
Government, stated, "The present situation is intolerable. Russia is 
on the verge of ruin; we, members of the Provisional Government, 
are practically under arrest; the Soviet points at us, tells the pub
lic we are the 'bourgeoisie,' and calls on the people not to obey 
our orders."xh Many shared Guchkov's sentiments, and it quickly 
became apparent that Russia could not have two centers of power. 
By May 1917, a conscious effort was made to meld the two camps 
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into a coalition of parties. In forging a partnership, the Soviets had 
the power to demand the utmost from the Provisional Government, 
and they did. Through negotiations, the Soviet received veto power 
over all Coalition Government policies and a promise that Russia 
would push the Allies to formally publish their war aims. Governing 
Russia to everyone's standards and expectations was impossible. 
But by not taking total power, the Soviet retained a scapegoat in 
their coalition partner in whom they could blame any failures. 
Thus, the First Coalition government officially came into operation 
by late spring, but to little benefit for the average Russian. 

The Tumultuous Summer 
The lack of practical results from the First Coalition arrange

ment soon began to frustrate an already stressed citizenry. The 
renowned Russian historian Rex Wade states that by the summer 
of 1917, "Unfulfilled aspirations, opposition to the war, worsening 
economic conditions and a foreboding sense of pending social 
conflict amplified the demand for 'Soviet Power,' especially among 
the urban workers and garrison soldiers."yiu The discouraging soci
etal atmosphere was further hindered by Russia's planned mili
tary offensive against the Germans and Austrians in Galicia. This 
assault was to be Russia's first military offensive since the March 
Revolution. When socialist Alexander Kerensky was appointed 
War Minister of the Provisional Government, he became the driv
ing force behind the offensive. Kerensky essentially doubled down 
on the risky operation in Galicia. Philips Price wrote that "Anyone 
carefully studying the Russian bourgeois press in these days would 
have been able to convince himself that the real motive at the 
back of the July offensive was to hit, not at the Germans, but at 
the internal enemy."xh" A successful campaign would almost cer
tainly create a surge of patriotism on the Front and in Petrograd. 
The Provisional Government would gain the popular support of 
the people and proper military discipline would be restored in the 
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ranks of the Army. The Army could then be used to secure the suc
cesses of the March Revolution by clamping down on extremism. 
Conversely, failure in Galicia would push the people closer to the 
Bolsheviks and give credence to their motto of "All power to the 
Soviets." A defeat would also see the continued breakdown of the 
Russian Army as a cohesive fighting force. 

Even before the Galician offensive began, Kerensky's risky 
strategy appeared to be hopeless. Bolshevist ideals had become 
ingrained in many soldiers and ran rampant on the front. Britain's 
Army attache in Russia, General Alfred Knox, recalled how on the 
very night before the Galician offensive was to begin, two mem
bers of the Petrograd Soviet arrived in camp to spread their anti
war message amongst the soldiers. Knox stated, "They had come 
to lecture on two themes, 'Peace and War' and 'The Constituent 
Assembly.' Were they not ridiculous enough, these demagogues, 
to dream of such abstract subjects on the very eve of an offensive 
that might decide the fate of Russia!"xllv While not specifically 
identified by Knox as Bolsheviks, the visit of the members of the 
Petrograd Soviet clearly established that the possibility of peace 
was popular amongst the Army's lower orders. Soldiers began 
deserting their positions in droves. Historian Rex Wade states, 
"The radical left argument that repudiating the offensive was the 
best road to peace and that the war served only the interests of 
the privileged classes echoed the soldiers' own inner feelings and 
provided a rationale for their instinctive desire not to resume 
fighting."xlv One leftist agitator on the frontline could turn an entire 
regiment against their officers. 

Moreover, fraternization amongst Russian and German sol
diers was taking place locally. Knox noted in his diary, "Some 
German officers came over, and there was an informal discussion 
regarding the causes of the war. The Russian and German officers 
naturally disagreed, and a Russian soldier said he preferred the 
word of a German officer to that of a Russian. In taking leave, the 
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German officers told the Russians that they were 'really sorry' for 
them, for their 'position was dreadful.'"xh" Similar incidents along 
the front continued to spread dissent, as peaceful communication 
with the enemy led to further questions about the Russian motives 
for war. As evidence of the large influence of anti-war propaganda, 
when Kerensky visited a division of troops before the summer 
offensive, Knox commented in his diary that "the men formed into 
two groups, 6,000 surrounding him, cheering, while 4,000 held 
another 'meeting' some hundreds of yards distant. Kerenski said 
he wanted to speak to all of the men, and asked the hostile group 
to come over. They refused, called him a 'bourgeois,' and said they 
only wanted to fight the bourgeoisie."xlv" 

Much to Kerensky's chagrin, the Galician offensive became 
a supreme military and political blunder. General Knox's diary 
for July 14 contains one single ominous line: "There will be no 
success."xlvl" Based on lack of military discipline and the failure of 
supply routes, the Russian Army suffered some 200,000 casual
ties.xllx Soldiers who were initially reluctant to continue what was 
judged a futile war now turned wholesale against the Provisional 
Government in favor of the anti-war elements of the Petrograd 
Soviet. In Petrograd, fettered by the guilt of defeat in Galicia, 
every Cadet minister of the Provisional Government, including the 
Minister President, Prince Lvov, resigned. Somewhat ironically, 
Kerensky, the symbolic figurehead of the failed offensive, would 
eventually succeed him as head of the Provisional Government. 

As a direct result of the military failure in Galicia, on July 16, 
restive soldiers combined with factory workers to lead a demon
stration against the status quo of Dual Power. This became the 
"July Days" movement and the second major crisis of 191 7. As in 
March, many parties were involved in the demonstrations. Philips 
Price highlights one group in particular who had been radicalized 
into action. He stated: 

There was in Petrograd at this moment a number of forty-
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year-old soldiers, who had been released for field work in 
the northern provinces. Imagine the effect that this order 
of the Coalition Government had on these men. After 
three years of suffering and misery in fighting for hated 
Tsarism, they had been told that peace was at hand. A 
few days in their home, working at the harvest, in their 
domestic haunts with their families, had but whetted their 
appetite for peace. Now suddenly they were ordered to 
return without any hope of being offered them that the 
end of war was within measurable distance.1 

The extreme disenchantment of these war weary soldiers on leave 
was shared by the First Machine Gun Regiment, which decided 
by collective assent to pressure the Petrograd Soviet to seize total 
power to end the war. Various factories of the Vyborg district soon 
joined the soldiers in berating, not the Provisional Government as 
one would imagine, but the Petrograd Soviet for their collabora
tion with the right. While lower ranking Bolsheviks were involved 
in its instigation, the Bolshevik Central Committee—including 
Lenin, who was reported to be receiving treatment for an illness 
in Finland—did not initially organize or sanction the actions of 
the mob. As this was wholly a movement of the grassroots, the 
Bolsheviks were put into a precarious situation. While Lenin and 
others did not believe the timing was right for an attack on the 
Dual Power coalition, by refusing to sanction the demonstrations, 
the Bolsheviks would appear weak, hypocritical, and uncommit
ted to true socialist revolution. In Lenin's absence, the mid-level 
Bolshevik leadership decided to approve another march on the 
Petrograd Soviet, with the condition that it be conducted peace
fully. In light of the grave situation, Lenin was asked to return from 
Finland. 

That same day, Meriel Buchanan and others in the British 
Embassy began to realize that this was no ordinary disruption 
like those that had become frequent in post-March Petrograd. The 
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Troitsky Bridge near the Embassy "was seething with a mass of 
people."1' But, as is characteristic of revolution, for those observers 
viewing the revolution from without, it was hard to make sense of 
what was going on. Even in the confines of the British Embassy, 
presumably one of the more influential centers of power in 
Petrograd, a clear sketch of the mob's motivations and goals had 
yet to be established. Meriel Buchanan attested to their growing 
ignorance, as she recalled in her memoir, "Nobody knew what 
was the matter. Oh, yes, something was evidently wrong, but 
what it was, or why, nobody could tell."1" General Knox and the 
Ambassador himself were left to the telephone, their one informa
tion link, as they futilely tried to piece together the details. 

On July 1 7, hearing of the growing public consternation in 
Petrograd, the militant sailors of Kronstadt, perhaps the most 
stalwart Bolshevists and arguably the most revolutionary, poured 
into the capital from their nearby island garrison. Their goal 
was to enact the final overthrow of Dual Power. The arrival of 
the Kronstadt sailors transformed the atmosphere in Petrograd 
towards one of militancy. Meriel Buchanan personally witnessed 
the sailors' impact, stating: 

Three thousand of the Kronstadt sailors marched past the 
Embassy, an endless stream of evil-looking men, armed 
with every kind of weapon, cheered by the soldiers in 
the Fortress, though the ordinary public shrank away at 
the sight of them. Looking at them, one wondered what 
the fate of Petrograd would be if these ruffians with their 
unshaven faces, their slouching walk, their utter brutality 
were to have the town at their mercy.1'" 

The workers and soldiers now bolstered by the sailors once again 
moved towards Tauride Palace, the seat of the Petrograd Soviet. 

As ignorant as they were as to the specifics of the revolutionary 
movement, the British Embassy was well positioned in the center 
of Petrograd to offer its inhabitants a dramatic and singular view of 
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what was to unfold on July 17. The building sat directly across the 
Neva River from the Peter and Paul Fortress. It had a distant view 
of the palace where Lenin had installed himself upon returning 
from exile. Buchanan remembered how "every night lights blazed 
from all the windows, every day crowds surged all round the 
house."1™ To the embassy's back lay the Champs de Mars, a large 
open park and square that had been the sight of many notable 
confrontations between demonstrators, soldiers, and police during 
the March Revolution, and would come to host many more in July 
and beyond. 

Localized fighting throughout Petrograd had occurred regularly 
during the day, so much so that General Knox gauged that "To all 
outward appearances the town was completely in the power of the 
insurgents all Tuesday, the 17th."lv In the evening, the Ambassador 
and his family, accompanied by a few guests, sat down for dinner. 
This seemingly formal occasion can be dramatically juxtaposed 
with the chaos and insurrection that was taking place directly 
outside the walls of the Embassy. Having progressed through a 
peaceful meal, Meriel stated that "we had just reached the pud
ding when the chasseur—rather white and agitated—appeared in 
the doorway. 'Excellency, the Cossacks are charging across the 
Square,' he announced. Leaving our pudding untasted we made a 
slightly undignified rush to my father's study from where a good 
view of the Square could be obtained."1"' They were, however, too 
late to witness this episode of the drama. However, they no sooner 
had "returned to the dining-room to finish [their] pudding," when 
the group was again roused by the sound of gunshots. Directly 
behind the Embassy, a battle was playing out between the radicals 
and Cossacks fighting in defense of the governing First Coalition. 
Meriel recalled that "One of our housemaids declared that she had 
seen a Cossack cut a sailor's head clean off with one sweep of his 
sword."1™ The situation began to get substantially more danger
ous, with the Embassy itself threatened, forcing the Ambassador's 
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family and staff to each pack a small bag in the event that a quick 
escape became necessary. Meriel Buchanan remembered, "My 
chief anxiety at the moment, I think, was my Siamese cat, who 
was put into her traveling basket, protesting loudly against such, 
to her understanding, very unnecessary treatment."1"'" 

With Meriel Buchanan focused solely on securing her cat, 
the members of the Petrograd Soviet were left with much graver 
concerns. The moderate majority of the Petrograd Soviet were 
placed in a perilous situation. The previous night, pressured by the 
increasingly militant mob, Mensheviks and Social Revolutionaries 
debated their options: to continue to operate in coalition with the 
Provisional Government or to seize power outright. Philips Price 
more colorfully expressed this notion when he eloquently stated, 
"They sat up all night, torn in their minds between the angry bull 
of Bolshevism and the hungry tiger of Bourgeoisdom."llx In the end, 
the moderate socialists opted for the maintenance of Dual Power. 

On the 17th, as the mob again amassed outside the Soviet, 
Viktor Chernov—leader of the Socialist Revolutionaries and Minister 
of Agriculture in the Provisional Government—made an attempt to 
control the discontents. General Knox reported that as Chernov 
"tried to address the Kronstadt mutineers at the Duma, [he] was 
very roughly handled, and was only saved by the intervention of 
two anti-war socialists a shade more unpatriotic than himself. "lx 

One of Chernov's defenders was Leon Trotsky.lxl In violently con
fronting the Minister of Agriculture, an audacious sailor trumpeted 
the iconic line: "Take power you son-of-bitch when it is offered 
to you!"lx" This statement came to popularly symbolize the total 
intransigence of the Petrograd Soviet towards the idea of Dual 
Power. 

Knox, who as military attache presumably had access to reli
able statistics about the Provisional Government's defense, stated 
that, to respond to the July Days, "the Staff had in hand for active 
operations eight squadrons of Cossacks, a few squadrons of depot 
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cavalry, a battery of horse artillery and some 240 yunkers of the 
Paul and Vladimir Military Schools."1™' This was relative to what 
historians have estimated to be a crowd of about 500,000 demon
strators, including the armed and violently enthusiastic Kronstadt 
sailors.lxlv Thus, brute force was not responsible for breaking down 
the July Days movement. General Knox stated, "It was about this 
time, when the fate of the Government seemed in the balance, 
that a group of officials at the [Provisional Government's] Ministry 
of Justice took the step that saved the situation. The Ministry was 
in the possession of material proving that the Bolsheviks...had 
received money from the German General Staff.'*" As the news 
infiltrated the mob, many moderate soldiers turned coat, coming 
out in favor of fellow moderates in the Petrograd Soviet against 
the treasonous Bolsheviks. Rex Wade states that "These charges, 
printed and distributed on the 5th, produced a sensation and 
led to a sudden drop in the Bolsheviks' popularity."1™ Lenin was 
forced into hiding both because of an arrest warrant issued by the 
Provisional Government and because he was being widely vilified 
as a German collaborator. With his life in jeopardy, once again, he 
sought refuge in Finland. The Petrograd Soviet also recalled loyal 
troops from the Front who helped to secure the city.lxv" 

The July Days had many important results. The posturing 
stance of the Bolsheviks and their failure to wholeheartedly sup
port the initial demonstrations brought into question their revo
lutionary credentials. Lenin himself was discredited. At the same 
time, the Coalition of the Petrograd Soviet and the Provisional 
Government, which should have come out of the demonstrations 
with newfound vigor, was instead plagued by polarization. Sheila 
Fitzpatrick states, "The liberal-socialist coalition was in constant 
turmoil, with the socialists pushed to the left by their Soviet con
stituency and the liberals moving to the right under pressure from 
the industrialists, landowners, and military commanders, who 
were all increasingly alarmed by the collapse of authority and the 
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popular disorders.'*"'" After a protracted debate amongst all par
ties, Alexander Kerensky, as Minister President of the Provisional 
Government, was able to form a tenuous administration, which 
in accordance with Petrograd Soviet became the Second Coalition 
Government. This political instability made counterrevolution a 
distinct possibility. The question now became whether the move
ment would come from the entrenched reactionary forces on the 
right or from the radical left-wing and the Bolsheviks themselves. 

Counterrevolution 
August in Petrograd was a period of disquieting calm. 

Kerensky was busy trying to muster some form of legitimacy, both 
institutionally, among his coalition partners, and popularly, with 
the people. For the first time since the March Revolution, rightist 
political elements felt as if the attitude had shifted sufficiently to 
allow them to voice their general opposition to what Russia had 
become since March. All of this was exacerbated by the continued 
German march through the Baltic nations toward Petrograd. In 
light of these circumstances, support from reactionaries and some 
moderate liberals began to coalesce behind the idea of installing 
a law-and-order dictator who could restore stability in the country 
and repulse a German assault on the capital. 

The newly appointed Commander-in-Chief of the Russian 
military, General Lavr Kornilov, whom Philips Price described 
as "a wiry little man with strong Tartar features," seemed to be 
the perfect candidate to become the Napoleon of the Russian 
Revolution.lxlx Kornilov had made a name for himself within the 
Imperial army for his exploits in Central Asia, and later became 
one of Russia's few national heroes to come out of action in the 
First World War. In the spring of 1917, he had been briefly placed 
in charge of the military in Petrograd. Edwin Wilcox, correspon
dent for the Daily Telegraph, stated, "If any man could have cured 
the Petrograd garrison of its delirium of enfranchisement, he 

44 



would have done it, for he was pre-eminently the popular hero of 
the Russian Army."lxx However, after a short time, feeling that his 
combat experience was being squandered, he was granted a new 
command at the front. On coming to power, Kerensky selected 
him to fill the vacancy as commander of the Russian military. 

Kornilov's philosophy was conservative, if not downright 
reactionary, and he had the habit of generalizing the entire left— 
both moderate and radical—as "Bolsheviks".lxxl His conservatism 
was seemingly anathema to Kerensky's moderate socialism, but a 
stable army was key to the new Minister President's success, and 
Kornilov was the only military leader in a position to make good 
on his promise to restore discipline to the ranks. He planned to do 
this by reinstituting the death penalty on the frontline and in the 
rear, to which Kerensky reluctantly agreed. General Knox, who 
understandably put great stock in military experience, wrote, "He 
was the first leading general the Russian army had found since the 
Revolution with the courage to risk everything in defending its vital 
interests from political interference."1™" 

For British observers, General Kornilov was viewed largely as 
an honest and practical man who worked solely for the sake of 
Russia's national interest. Meriel Buchanan, from a conservative 
establishment background herself, may have overstated his sup
port when she generalized, "in our hearts we were all on the side of 
Kornilov."lxxl" But even M. Philips Price, a committed Labour social
ist and fervently anti-war, admitted in hindsight that after seeing 
the general speak in early August at the Moscow Conference, "The 
impression left on my mind was that Korniloff was honestly trying 
to find a way out of the [political and military] impasse, but that 
he was being pushed by unseen powers behind him."lxxlv 

The tenuous alliance between Kornilov and Kerensky was 
centered only around their revulsion for a common enemy—the 
Bolsheviks. Knox stated that "ordinary patriotism should have 
suggested a quiet compromise" between the two men; however, 
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their partnership was doomed from the outset, as each hoped to 
use the other for their own benefit.lxxv Kerensky planned to use the 
capable General to placate the right, to help stop the breakdown in 
social order, mainly in the army, and to lead the country safely to 
the Constituent Assembly scheduled for November. For his part, 
Kornilov was not interested in becoming Kerensky's partner but in 
using him to supersede the Minister President as dictator of Russia. 
Upon his appointment, Kornilov took a hostile attitude toward any 
perceived incursion by Kerensky into military affairs. The military 
was his domain and not subject to civilian oversight.1™"' 

Kornilov became further emboldened by the overt support 
he began to receive from various right-wing institutions, namely 
the Army Staff and powerful industrial leagues. He began to pres
sure Kerensky to break off cooperation with the Soviet and to 
reform the Provisional Government into a dictatorship of which 
he, General Kornilov, would have absolute power. Conversely, 
Kerensky was first and foremost concerned with maintaining his 
own position of power within the existing Provisional Government. 
Moreover, he was still a committed socialist who believed in the 
legitimacy of the current system, including the Petrograd Soviet. 
Herein lay the dichotomy that assured their inherent inability to 
compromise: Kerensky's goal was to bolster the government, 
whereas Kornilov's was to tear it down. As August came and went, 
Philips Price stated, "The danger [of counterrevolution] which had 
been brewing since the collapse of the premature Bolshevik revolt 
in July and the formation of the Second Coalition Government had 
come to a head."lxxv" 

Commenting on the Kornilov affair, Meriel Buchanan again 
reflected upon the complex nature of revolution, stating, "So intri
cate and contradictory are the workings of this whole plot that it 
is almost impossible to know what really happened or what is the 
exact truth."1™™1 While this could be applied to all of 1917, it is 
especially characteristic of the puzzling Kornilov Affair. The break-
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down between Kerensky and Kornilov—already moving towards 
an irreparable split—was sparked quite literally by crossed wires. In 
a disagreement that took place over telegraph between Kornilov on 
the frontline and Kerensky in Petrograd, which to this day remains 
murky in the historical record, Kerensky ordered Kornilov to step 
down from his post at the helm of the Russian military. Kornilov's 
alleged crime was his role in a "conspiracy" to oust the govern
ment. The general's response was to mobilize his most loyal men 
to march on Petrograd to exact a coup against Minister President 
Kerensky, who—it was supposed—had succumbed to the pressure 
of the leftist radicals. To Kornilov, Kerensky was no different than 
a Bolshevik. Rex Wade states, "He issued a statement denounc
ing Kerensky, the Soviet and the Bolsheviks and ordered General 
Krymov with the 'Savage Division' and the Third Cavalry Corps, to 
take Petrograd."lxxlx Ultimately, Kornilov believed that his actions 
in instigating a coup were in the nation's best interest, but he had 
greatly misjudged the political climate of the day, namely his lack 
of popular support and the left's apparent abundance of it. 

Sunday, September 9—the day Kornilov moved against 
Kerensky—was, according to Meriel Buchanan, "a day as warm as 
summer, with a cloudless sky above the golden spires, and the river 
a thing of dreaming beauty." Her father, the British Ambassador, 
had taken advantage of the good weather to get out of Petrograd 
for a round of golf with members of the diplomatic and expatriate 
community. Meriel stated that "a rough golf-course had been laid 
out by members of the English colony" in a small peasant village 
some 20 miles from Petrograd.lxxx Once again, the aristocratic bent 
of the Buchanans can be juxtaposed with the extreme political and 
social chaos occurring around them in Russia. On one of the most 
important days of 1917, the day of the much anticipated counter
revolution, Ambassador Buchanan—an essential power player in 
Russian politics—was completely out of reach because he was 
enjoying the very British pastime of golf. 
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As in the July Days, Meriel Buchanan remembered an inherent 
tension in the atmosphere of Petrograd on that day. She recalled 
how "a vague feeling spread itself round the town that something 
was happening or was just going to happen. It was so undefined 
that nobody could explain it or give it a reason."lxxxl It is legitimate 
to consider whether this unsettling feeling which intermittently 
accompanied Meriel's recollection of 1917 was indeed true or 
merely a literary flourish that came about with the benefit of 
hindsight. However, in light of the active rumor mill that gripped 
Petrograd in 1917, it is not unrealistic to think of a "feeling" as 
having gripped ordinary Russians and foreign observers.lxxx" The 
tension was compounded by the fact that the German Army had 
successfully taken Riga, Latvia—just 300 miles from Petrograd— 
the day before. 

Eventually, the Ambassador, having returned from his golf
ing sojourn, was informed by the Russian Foreign Office "that the 
rivalry between Kerensky and Korniloff had come to a definite 
split that might lead to civil war."lxxxl" The fear of imminent street-
to-street violence in Petrograd was palpable enough to put the 
British diplomatic and expatriate community on alert. Evacuations 
of women and children were planned. A boat was requisitioned 
to take people up the Neva, out of harm's way. For those who 
remained in Petrograd, Meriel recounted how "Arrangements had 
been made to take in a lot of English women and children into the 
empty Colony Hospital."lxxxlv The Ambassador, while stating his 
determination not to abandon his diplomatic corps, implored his 
wife and daughter to flee to the relative safety of Moscow. While 
they refused, it is highly telling that these normally stoic and resil
ient people, who had stood transfixed as the July Days literally 
played out in front of their bay windows, were seriously consider
ing evacuation. As 1917 progressed, Russian society was obviously 
becoming more volatile. 

In September, Philips Price was not in Petrograd to record the 
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localized events of the Kornilov Affair. However, having decided in 
late August to go down the Volga in a bid to detail the Revolution's 
impact on the outer provinces, he was in a position to give a 
unique analysis of the effect that counterrevolution had in wider 
Russia. Coming off a riverboat, on a quay in Nizhniy Novgorod, 
Philips Price first learned of Kornilov's decision to attempt a coup. 
He immediately went to the local soviet, and while the city was 
over 500 miles away from the threatened capital city, he "found 
everything astir." He stated, 

Never was the power of the Soviet, even though it was in 
the hands of indecisive Mensheviks, greater than it was 
on this day...Control was assumed over every office of the 
local government of Novgorod, telegrams were censored, 
proclamations issued and special emissaries sent to the 
remote villages of this great province. Bolshevik sailors of 
the Volga fleet joined hands with Menshevik railwaymen 
and Socialist Revolutionary peasants to present a unified 
front to reaction. For one moment I saw the front of the 
Russian Revolution united against all enemies. If a counter
revolutionary general in Nijni Novgorod had dared on this 
day to come out for Korniloff, he would soon have found 
himself in gaol, or perhaps against a firing squad.lxxxv 

The threat of counterrevolution had mobilized Soviets throughout 
the country to defend against a reactionary movement. 

Socialists—following Marx's dictum—were hardwired to guard 
against counterrevolution. Having fully anticipated a rightist reac
tion, Soviets in every region of Russia earnestly called out workers 
and soldiers to defend the March Revolution.lxxxvl While Kornilov's 
men trudged towards Petrograd, Meriel Buchanan stated that in 
the meantime, "the workmen were arming."lxxxv" Workers were 
organized into Red Guards as in July. However, violence never 
transpired, both because railwaymen delayed and misdirected 
Kornilov's troop transports and because the residents of the 
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capital rushed to warn the advancing soldiers that they—not the 
Bolsheviks—were being used as the source of counterrevolution. 
The movement fell apart. Kornilov surrendered to the Provisional 
Government and was placed under arrest. 

The Kornilov affair blatantly laid out many truths about Russian 
society. It demonstrated for those who had become accustomed to 
their newfound freedom the very real threat of an autocratic reac
tion. Moreover, the attempted coup exhibited the total impotence 
of the Second Coalition Government. The moderate socialist major
ity of the Petrograd Soviet was discredited because it had stood by 
and tacitly accepted Kornilov's initial appointment as Commander-
in-Chief. Petrograd's workers and soldiers now had proof that 
there was nothing to gain from the politics of consensus. Working 
with the liberals had instigated, not prevented, counterrevolution. 
Kerensky's utter inability as Minister President was fully exposed. 
General Knox succinctly commented that "Kerenski was far from 
the great man that the times required."lxxxvl" The Kornilov affair 
proved that the Minister President had no control of the army nor 
any means of compelling the citizenry. Indeed, he was forced to 
turn to the country's shadow executive—the Soviet—to secure 
his own position. After September 10, his continued political role 
was nugatory at best. Yet, the biggest loser was the Army Staff. 
Demoralized by Kornilov's failure, the Russian army now had 
no chance of revival. Relations between the officer class and the 
soldiers continued to deteriorate, as General Knox stated that 
"Kerenski's active denunciation of the 'conspiracy' immediately 
placed all officers at the mercy of the soldiery. Their position had 
been difficult before; it became at once impossible."tyj,J'AX 

All of the important political players of 1917 were weakened 
by the Kornilov affair except for the Bolsheviks, and they rushed 
in with newfound vigor to exploit the situation. The Red Guard 
remained a permanently organized institution. Within a few 
weeks Lenin was able to return to Petrograd, Trotsky was out of 
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jail, and the Bolsheviks had become the majority holders of the 
Petrograd Soviet. Philips Price, commenting on this rise in the 
popularity of the far-left radicals, stated, "The Bolshevik 'islands,' 
which in the middle of the summer had included only Kronstadt, 
some Petrograd factories, Schlusselburg and Tsaritzin, had now 
increased and become a veritable archipelago."xc With their 
increasing popularity, the time was nearly perfect for a final violent 
transfer of power as the Bolsheviks sought to enact their famous 
mantra, "All power to the Soviets." The stage was now set for the 
November Revolution. 

The Revolutionary Anticlimax of 1917 
Up until the Kornilov affair, the notion of a Russia run by the 

Bolsheviks was farcical at best, as the party was largely relegated 
to the political fringe. Even after their post-Kornilov surge of 
popularity, many British observers continued to doubt the party's 
ability to secure a lasting hold on Russia. Among these skeptics 
was Harold Williams of the Guardian, who stated, "A Bolshevik 
Government might provide a very dramatic and exciting episode. 
It would probably effect a good deal of material damage and would 
certainly do great injury to the principle of democracy. But it would 
be short-lived, and the wounds it might cause would soon be 
healed."XC1 Philips Price argued in a dispatch to his London editor 
that a Bolshevik rising would "of course lead to the most indescrib
able anarchy." He envisioned that something similar to the Paris 
Commune would be set up, and that a Russian variant of that 
fleeting socio-political experiment would meet the same fate, "for 
the peasants and soldiers would not endure the dictatorship of the 
Petrograd workers."™' 

Factionalism within the Bolshevik hierarchy seemed to lend 
credence to these negative predictions. Lenin spent the month 
of October engaged in a heated debate over how the Bolsheviks 
should ultimately come to power and what sort of governing 
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arrangement would be put in place once the state had been seized. 
Lenin favored a violent toppling of the Provisional Government 
under the direction of sailors and soldiers from the Northern 
Front.™" In place of the coalition arrangement, the Soviet would 
become the single executive authority, fulfilling the Bolshevik 
promise of "All power to the Soviets." Yet, the interpretation of 
this phrase was widely debated. It was Lenin's philosophy that 
the Soviet, and thus the country, would be led by a small cadre of 
Bolsheviks. In this view, he represented a distinct minority. Many 
socialists and even two of Lenin's closest Bolshevik allies—Grigory 
Zinoviev and Lev Kamenev—supported the establishment of a 
ruling executive committee made up of representatives from all 
socialist parties. Moreover, most were unenthusiastic about the 
notion of a violent uprising itself, hoping to assert the position of 
the Petrograd Soviet organically at the second all-party Congress 
of Soviets scheduled for early November. In this more moder
ate view, the Bolsheviks had come to dominate the Soviet based 
on democratic means. Why should their methodology suddenly 
change when the party was just beginning to experience its great
est success? 

Only by making a personal appeal to the Central Committee 
of the Bolshevik Party was Lenin able to gain favor for his ver
sion. The Party sanctioned and secretly began to plan an armed 
revolt against the Provisional Government. Trotsky became the 
chief organizer of the practicalities of the coup. But to Lenin's 
fury, Trotsky's arrangements provided a third way in the afore
said debate. The Bolsheviks would take power violently, but they 
would not call upon soldiers from the Northern Front, as Lenin 
had advanced, to seize power. They would utilize the organs of 
the Petrograd Soviet, namely the Red Guards and the Military 
Revolutionary Committee, to legitimize their seizure of power. 
When they had succeeded in doing away with Kerensky, according 
to Trotsky's plan, the Bolshevik leadership would then reserve a 
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monopoly of power within the Petrograd Soviet's structure for the 
Bolsheviks themselves. The plan's ends were identical to Lenin's. 
However, Trotsky's means of getting there, although deliberate 
and of sound principle, were markedly different. 

As had accompanied every transformative phase of 1917, 
a grave uncertainty amid the prevalence of fantastical rumors 
gripped society during October. Meriel Buchanan stated that "On 
and off for the last weeks a Bolshevik rising had been spoken of 
as being likely to take place at any moment."™ The Provisional 
Government was said to have only enough strength to move in a 
defensive capacity, lacking the loyal manpower to take the initia
tive. Ambassador Buchanan recounted how Kerensky "had once 
exclaimed, 'I only wish that they [the Bolsheviks] would come 
out, and I will then put them down."xcv But even the Provisional 
Government seemed to lack total confidence in its ability to repulse 
an attempted coup by the Bolsheviks. Meriel reported how "barges 
and motor-lorries were filled with treasures from the Hermitage 
and other museums, and old papers and ciphers from the vari
ous ministries."XCV1 Kerensky's defiant government was appar
ently making advanced arrangements to flee the city, with their 
official records and precious artifacts of Russian heritage in tow. 
Yet Kerensky's regime was apparently as inept at evacuation as it 
was at governing the nation. Meriel observed that their shipments 
"were packed with more haste than care, for one of the barges 
in front of the Winter Palace, filled with papers from the Foreign 
Office, was so heavily weighted that it sank before it ever got 
away."xcv" In more than one sense, the Provisional Government's 
ship had sunk before the Bolsheviks made a move against it. 

The Provisional Government was not alone in its concern for 
evacuating Petrograd in anticipation of Bolshevik action. As the fall 
of 1917 progressed, members of the British community sought a 
way out of the increasingly degenerative situation. Meriel recalled 
that "Everybody who could go was leaving. Nearly all the women 
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and children of the British Colony were being sent away...It was 
a tragic breaking-up of little homes, a constant bidding farewell of 
those who were going, leaving behind all the associations of their 
childhood, all the treasured possessions of so many years of work 
and pleasure." Amid this emotional turmoil that accompanied 
evacuation, Meriel noted a more quantifiable image of the dissi
pating British presence in Petrograd: "Every Sunday the church on 
the English Quay got emptier, every Monday the work party at the 
Embassy got smaller. "XCV1" 

On November 6, General Knox was set to make a visit to 
Russia's forward headquarters at Pskov; however, in his diary he 
noted how he was advised by a friend to postpone his departure, 
"as there would certainly be interesting developments in Petrograd 
in the next few days."xclx One rather noticeable harbinger was that 
the Provisional Government had posted sentries in front of all for
eign embassies. Ambassador Buchanan wrote in his diary: "The 
arrival of this afternoon of a guard of cadets of the military school 
for the protection of the Embassy indicates the approach of a 
storm."c That night, Kerensky authorized preemptive action, even 
though his government still lacked the military means to take an 
early initiative against the Bolsheviks. Arrest warrants were issued 
for members of the Petrograd Soviet's Military Revolutionary 
Committee and two Bolshevik newspapers were shut down. 
Classing these moves as counterrevolutionary, Lenin was given the 
impetus he had been waiting for to mount a violent attack against 
the Provisional Government. 

The Bolsheviks began to assume control of important infra
structure, especially bridges, to limit the flow of traffic in Petrograd. 
They also seized the telegraph and mail offices, which would be 
key in suppressing the Provisional Government's efforts to call 
for reinforcements from the frontline. Philips Price witnessed this 
action, stating, "At the Post and Telegraph Office already Bolshevik 
Commissioners were appointed, where the sentries were letting 
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all who gave Bolshevik passwords go by, and were scowling on 
officials of Kerensky's government."C1 Resistance to the Bolsheviks 
was intermittent and non-remarkable in Petrograd. Most of the 
Provisional Government's defenders were not willing to die for 
Kerensky or his flailing regime. Rex Wade states that "Haphazardly 
and little by little, a transfer of armed power in the city took place 
through a series of nonshooting confrontations between armed 
groups in which the more determined side prevailed, and determi
nation rested with the supporters of Soviet Power."c" 

By the following afternoon of November 7, all of Petrograd was 
under Bolshevik—nominally Soviet—control. According to Meriel, 
"on the whole the Bolsheviks met with hardly any resistance at all, 
and by the time darkness fell the town was more or less in their 
hands, with the exception of the Winter palace."cl" It was there 
that the sitting members of the Provisional Government remained 
under siege, refusing to surrender. Minister President Kerensky had 
escaped Petrograd in a car provided by the American Embassy. His 
plan was to connect with loyal elements at the front and muster 
a force to retake Petrograd from the Bolsheviks within the week. 
Leaderless and forlorn, the Ministers of the Provisional Government 
moved frequently about the inner rooms of the palace, defended 
by a random assortment of loyalists. This ragtag force consisted 
largely of cadets and ensigns from local military academies and a 
company of soldiers from the Women's Battalion. 

The day before, on November 6, Knox noted in his diary how 
he had watched about a thousand of these women soldiers march 
past the British Embassy towards their billeting at the Winter 
Palace. He wrote, "They made the best show of any soldiers I have 
seen since the Revolution, but it gave me a lump in the throat to 
see them, and the utter swine of 'men' soldiers jeering at them."clv 

Now, these valiant women—in Knox's account, denigrated by 
their male counterparts—were the only real soldiers left in defense 
of Kerensky's government. After their surrender and incarcera-
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tion, Knox would play the central role in seeing to their release 
from Bolshevik incarceration. He passionately argued in defense 
of the women's lives and informed the Secretary of the Military 
Revolutionary Committee at the Smolny Institute that "if they were 
not liberated at once [he] would set the opinion of the civilized 
world against the Bolsheviks and all their works."™ 

In successive years, under the Bolsheviks, a myth was 
espoused about the storming of the Winter Palace. It is true that 
the Palace was shelled from the Peter and Paul Fortress and from 
a battleship dispatched up the Neva from Kronstadt. However, 
these artillery attacks were remarkable only in their gross inaccu
racy. Just three feeble shells landed on or near the Palace grounds, 
causing only cosmetic damage. The reality was that the Provisional 
Government was officially taken into custody by a disorganized 
Bolsheviks force that gradually trickled into the Winter Palace. The 
first wave of Bolsheviks were quickly disarmed by the Provisional 
Government's defenders, but as more and more rebels made their 
way through the Hermitage and into the inner palace, the minis
ters implored their guards not to resist and to open all doors, so 
as to avoid as much bloodshed as possible. As the arresting party 
burst in, the last officials of the system of government set down in 
March sat stoically around a wooden table. They were unceremoni
ously placed under arrest, and in Meriel Buchanan's words, "they 
were forced to walk on foot to the Fortress through a jeering crowd 
who jostled and pushed and shrieked out threatening insults as 
they passed."™ In this largely anticlimactic action, the Bolsheviks, 
by way of the Petrograd Soviet, came to power. 

The November Revolution was most remarkable in that it 
progressed in a relatively uneventful manner amongst a citizenry 
that, for the most part, went about its daily routine without a sec
ond notice. For all the tumult of March and fear in October, the 
November Revolution was notable for its general lack of drama. 
Rex Wade states, "One of the curious features of the October 
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Revolution is that while it took place life went on in a fairly nor
mal, if somewhat anxious way in much of the city."cv" Restaurants 
were open on November 7 and theaters continued their showings 
on both evenings of major action. Indeed, unlike in March, Knox 
observed that the "Trams were running and there was perfect 
order."™" For a people that had gone through so much revolution
ary action in the space of eight short months, one wonders if by 
November they had simply become resigned to revolution as a 
way of life. In many ways, the observations of Britons in Russia 
reflected this conflict-wearied reality; however, in other ways, 
members of the British community were clearly pining to return to 
the normalcy of everyday life in a stable and democratic society. 

"Russia will not let you forget her." 
Stoicism and resilience have long been regarded as chiefly 

British traits.Clx During the London Blitz of World War II, in which 
bombs rained down attempting to sap British morale, Winston 
Churchill declared that "London can take it."cx In 2005, amid the 
carnage of the 7/7 Bombings of London's transportation network, 
Tony Blair paid tribute "to the stoicism and resilience of the people 
of London who have responded in a way typical of them."™ That 
these British witnesses were able to bear the extreme surround
ings of revolutionary Petrograd mirrors the same inherent traits 
displayed in London in the 1940s and in 2005. To have retained 
such an observant posture, witnessing, processing, and recording 
in detail the Russian Revolution amid the incredible hardship of the 
year was perhaps a credit to their Britishness. 

After the Bolsheviks' rise to power, most Britons with keen 
foresight chose to leave Russia expeditiously. Within the space of 
about a year, the core group of observers detailed in this analysis 
had departed. After twelve years in Russia, Stinton Jones left hur
riedly for England following the March Revolution. He crossed the 
border into Finland by train on March 25, 1917.cx" Morgan Philips 
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Price became the German correspondent for the Daily Herald in 
1919. He covered the end of the war and the peace negotiations 
from Berlin and stayed on in Germany until 1923. In 1929, he was 
elected as a Labour Member of Parliament and served in the House 
of Commons for thirty years. 

In early January 1918, Trotsky, who had become the Bolsheviks 
new Foreign Minister, granted permission for the Buchanan fam
ily and a delegation of British military officials to leave Russia by 
way of Finland. Entering the clean and warm border station in 
Sweden, Meriel rejoiced at "returning to civilization" but was som
ber about her permanent departure from Petrograd, a city she had 
grown to love.™" Throughout the rest of her life, she wrote volu
minously, publishing many non-fiction and fiction books. General 
Knox was also part of the fleeing delegation that left Petrograd in 
January 1918.CX1V After his distinguished military career, he success
fully stood for Parliament in 1925 and served as the Conservative 
Member for Wycombe until 1945. One wonders if Knox and Philips 
Price reminisced or even argued about the Russian Revolution and 
its implications in the smoking rooms of the House of Commons. 

The observations of British witnesses to the Russian Revolution 
have shown that, in many ways, the British community formed a 
separate sphere within Russian society. In this capacity, they 
sought to retain their culture and mores in near anarchy. Whether 
that meant carving a rough-hewn golf course out of the peasant 
landscape of Russia or governess Rosamond Dowse's insistence 
on paying for a tram fare, Britons defended their Western identity 
amid a cultural, social, and political onslaught. Yet, even with their 
efforts to retain their national identity and its fundamental charac
teristics, Britons also played a part in the Russian sphere. There is 
no greater example than General Knox's passionate efforts to free 
the soldiers of the Women's Battalion from assured death. 

In Russia, the members of the British community were torn 
between these two worlds. What they did not realize at the time 
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was that this personal dichotomy was not some temporary feeling 
that would disappear when they left Russia. Having observed first
hand the events of Russia's revolutionary year, British witnesses 
would remain, in a way, distinct from their fellow countrymen 
through their eternal link to Russia and the Russian people. In 
concluding her memoir, Meriel Buchanan remarked that "Russia 
will not let you forget her.™ Indeed, it is because of this deep per
sonal connection that British observers cultivated with Russia and 
Russians that their observations and recollections are such valu
able additions to a survey of the Revolution. 

End Notes 
1 See appendix for biographies. 
2 All dates wll be given in the Gregorian calendar. The Juilian 

calendar was in use in Russian in 1917 
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Appendix A: Short Biographies of Selected British Observers 
Stinton Jones (dates unknown) - Jones, an engineer with 
Westinghouse, moved to Russia in 1905, shortly before the revo
lution of that year. For the next 12 years, he remained in Russia. 
As an expatriate, he became acclimated to the different culture 
and way of life. Jones married a Russian wife and left the country 
in March 1917, shortly after the fall of the Tsar. He was thus one 
of the few known Englishmen to have experienced the 1905 and 
1917 Revolutions. 

Morgan Philips Price (1885-1973) - Philips Price was born into a 
wealthy aristocratic family of Liberal parliamentarians. His fam
ily had business interests in the Russian timber industry, and so 
he was fluent in the Russian language and had traveled widely in 
European Russia and the outer provinces. Price first gained noto
riety in Britain as a passionate advocate against World War I. He 
then joined the Manchester Guardian as its Russia correspondent 
in 1917. Always harboring socialist inclinations, he became enam
ored by the far left in Russia and was later derided at home for his 
brief employment by the Bolshevik government—most notably for 
penning propaganda aimed at demoralizing Allied soldiers on the 
Northern Front. Much of his efforts later in life were waged against 
these criticisms that he had been too cozy with Bolshevism. In 
1924, after several years as a correspondent for the Daily Herald 
in Berlin, he returned to Britain where he stood unsuccessfully for 
Parliament. He was finally elected in 1929 as a Labour candidate 
and served non-continuously as an MP until 1959. 

Alfred Knox (1870-1964) - Born in Ulster, Knox served in the British 
Army in India, reaching the rank of Major-General. Knox was made 
Britain's military attache to the Russian Army in 1914 and served 
in that capacity for the course of the war. A notable achievement 
of his time was his effort to save a company of the Women's 
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Battalion which had defended the Provisional Government during 
the November Revolution. His efforts of persuasion were success
ful, and he later received various officials honors from different 
countries grateful for his actions. Upon his return, Knox left the 
army and served in the House of Commons as a Conservative MP 
from 1924 to 1945. 

Meriel Buchanan (1886-1959) - Buchanan was the daughter of the 
influential British Ambassador, the Right Honourable Sir George 
Buchanan. Her early life was spent accompanying her parents to 
various countries as per her father's Foreign Office commitments. 
In Russia, she worked as a Red Cross nurse in Petrograd and 
helped her mother run a British Red Cross store. She returned to 
England with her parents in 1918. In 1924, she married a British 
Army Major, and they later had one son. During the remainder 
of her life she wrote copiously in both the fiction and non-fiction 
genres. 
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"Dat Dere" 
by Bobby Timmons 

Jazz Combo: 
Carlos Alvarez, Eric Bleicher, Alex Cruver, Phil Knowlton, and 

Micheal Preskitt 

Music 407: Jazz Combo 
Ms. Karen Strid-Chadwick, Professor 

Dat Dere is an AABA format song in C minor. Dat Dere is a 
typical Bobby Timmons composition: The melody is composed 
of blues licks frequently found in the improvisations of jazz and 
blues musicians and the chord progression is relatively simple, 
with only two tonal centers used—C minor and G minor, making 
it an ideal improvisation vehicle. Timmons wrote Dat Dere and 
similar Gospel and Blues influenced material for Art Blakey's band 
as well as his own. Oscar Brown Jr. wrote lyrics to the piece after 
an eventful day at the zoo with his child. 
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Jazz Combo 

Although many in the group have performed 
with one another before, the current Music 407 
Jazz Combo has existed for two semesters. The 
band practices every Monday and Wednesday 
under the tutelage of Professor Karen Strid-
Chadwick. Members of the Jazz Combo include 
Carlos Alvarez (guitar), Phil Knowlton (vocals), Eric 
Bleicher (drums), Alex Cruver (piano), and Micheal 
Preskitt (bass). Carlos is from Miami, Florida 
and graduated from Culver Military Academy in 
Culver, Indiana. His major is Music Education. 
Phil graduated from Orlaskan Christian School 
in Anchorage, Alaska and is majoring in Music 
Education. Eric graduated from Colony High 
School in Palmer, Alaska and is majoring in Music 
Performance. Alex graduated from Chugiak High 
School and is working toward his master's degree 
in Public Administration. Micheal graduated from 
Diamond High School in Anchorage, Alaska and is 
majoring in Music Education. 
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Apple, A Hypothesis 

Liu Liu 

Art 415: Advanced Print Making 
Dr. Garry Kaulitz, Professor 

The inspiration for this group of work "Apple, A Hypothesis" 
came from a journal of a little girl, who wrote of her thoughts: "my 
idea is to see which apple is going to rot by putting one apple in 
a plastic bag and one out of the bag." The hypothesis is based on 
the apple and a curious child's anticipation of its decay. 

Apple is believed to be the forbidden fruit of knowledge of 
good and evil. Apple has been depicted in images throughout the 
art history as a symbol for knowledge, immortality, temptation 
and human nature of sin. In my work, the metaphorical use of 
circular shapes against the shadowed landscape is to reflect the 
wonders of the human life cycle and the complex environmental 
impact that has shaped humanity. 

These prints were first inked up on a monotype plate and 
printed as monotype print. The image was then scanned to 
become a digital file and inkjet printed on traditional thin Chinese 
rice paper. Stencil printing and stamping was incorporated to 
complete the body of work. 
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Liu Liu 

Liu Liu was born 1978 in Nan-Ning, People's 
Republic of China. Liu graduated from GuangXi 
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in International Business in 1996 and came to the 
United States in December of 1997. Liu has lived 
in the village of Gambell on St. Lawrence Island, 
Alaska. She is currently a candidate for a Bachelor 
of Fine Arts with an emphasis in Printmaking and 
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Building on the Links Between 
Play and Emergent Literacy: 

A. Self-Study Module for Preschoolers' 
Family Members 

Carrie Plant 

EDSE 620: Advanced Internship in Speech-Language Pathology 

Ms. Sheila Sellers, Term Assistant Professor 

This module can be used by any adult who cares for children. 
It is intended to provide caregivers with opportunities to reflect on 
play, literacy learning, and their relationships. The module can be 
used alone or in groups, and learners are encouraged to share their 
responses with others. All are encouraged to consider individual 
and community culture and adapt materials as relevant. 

Initial Reflective Questions 
There are no 'right' or 'wrong' answers, only the representation of 
your past and present. Before you begin, ask yourself: 

• What is play? 
• How did I play as a child? How much time was I given to 

play? When, where, and how did I play? 
• When a child is playing what is s/he doing? 
• How much time do children in my care have available for 

play? When, where, and how are they able to play? 
• How does this compare to others today? 
• Do I think play is important? Why or why not? 
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Expand Beyond One: Find someone from a different generation 
and ask: 

• What is play? 
• How did you play as a child? How much time were you 

given to play? When, where, and how did you play? 
• When a child is playing what is s/he doing? 
• Do you think play is important? Why or why not? 

Expand Beyond Two: Find someone from a different culture, 
racial/ethnic group, socio-economic group, or other group different 
from yourself and ask: 

• What is play? 
• How did you play as a child? How much time were you 

given to play? When, where, and how did you play? How 
did this compare to others of your generation and/or culture? 

• When a child is playing what is s/he doing? 
• Do you think play is important? Why or why not? 
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Defining Emergent Literacy 

This slide presents a brief definition of emergent literacy: 

Babies and young children gradually learn 
to understand and use language. They 

also see and interact with, printed words. 
These early oral language and print 

explorations build the foundation for 
learning to read and write. 

/ 
This Is called emer£ ?ent literacy. 

It's a developmental stage that begins 
at birth and continues until your child 

has mastered reading and writing. 

Ask yourself: 
• What have you heard about emergent literacy before? 
• Given this definition of emergent literacy, what emergent 

literacy learning opportunities are already provided in your 
family/center? 

• What emergent literacy experiences do you remember from 
your own childhood? 

Expand Beyond One: explain 'emergent literacy' to a person from 
a different generation and ask him or her: What emergent literacy 
experiences do you remember from your own childhood? 

Expand Beyond Two: explain 'emergent literacy' to a person from 
a culture, racial/ethic group, socio-economic group, or other group 



different from yourself and ask her or him: What emergent literacy 
experiences do you remember from your own childhood? 

Family Member Perceptions of Play and Literacy Learning 
This section presents the results of original research conducted 

in an Anchorage preschool on family member perceptions of 
literacy learning and play. As you read them, ask yourself the 
questions the study presented. (You can flip back and answer the 
questions after you look at all of the slides.) 

• Which items do you agree with? Why? 
• What pre-literacy and literacy skills do you see children 

learning during play? 
• What social skills do you see children developing during play? 
• What other emergent literacy skills do you see children 

learning during play? 
• If you were going to provide other family members, parents, 

home care providers, or preschool teachers with ideas on 
how to provide literacy learning opportunities, what would 
you tell them? 

Expand Beyond: One: Ask a person from a different generation: 
• What social skills do children develop during play? 
• What other emergent literacy skills do children learn during 

play? 

Expand Beyond: Two: Ask a person from a culture, racial/ethic 
group, socio-economic group, or other group different from 
yourself: 

• What social skills do children develop during play? 
• What other emergent literacy skills do children learn during 

play? 
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ABC family member perspectives on the 
linKs between play and emergent literacy 

66% agree or strongly agree that their child learns to recognize 
the letters of the alphabet during play. 

78% agree or strongly agree that their child learns about 
rhyming during play. 

78% agree or strongly agree that their child develops an 
understanding of the sounds that make up words during play. 

81% agree or strongly agree it is important that their child have 
time in his/her day to play. 

91% agree or strongly agree that their child strengthens oral 
language skills during play. 

ABC parent perspectives on the linKs 
between play and emergent literacy 

94% agree or strongly agree that their child learns non-verbal 
communication such as body language during play. 

84% agree or strongly agree that their child builds her/his 
vocabulary during play. 

91% agree or strongly agree that their child has positive 
experiences with books during play. 

97% agree or strongly agree that their child socializes and 
interacts with others during play. 
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SOCIAL SKILLS 

SOCIAL RULES 

SOCIALIZATION 

GET ALONG WITH OTHERS 

INTER-PERSONAL 

H O W T O HAVE FUN WITH OTHERS 

SOCIAL INTERACTION WITH PEERS WITH 

DIFFERING SKILLS 

INTERACTION WITH KIDS AND ADULTS 

SHARING 

GIVING 

FRIENDSHIP 

COOPERATION 

COMPROMISES 

NEGOTIATION SKILLS 

TEAMWORK 

GENDER ROLES 

LEADERSHIP 

PATIENCE 

FAIRNESS 

ROLE PLAYING 

ROLE MODELING 

Social sKins ABC 
parents believe 
their children 
develop during 

Play 

Socializing is a Key way 
children develop their 

oral language SKins. 

Communication 
and other 
emergent 

literacy SKI'lis 
ABC parents 
believe their 

children 
develop during 

Play 

(Plant, 2001 

COMMUNICATION 

LANGUAGE 

LANGUAGE EXPRESSION 

WRITING 

LETTERS 

WORDS 

VOCABULARY 

SOUNDS 

HOWTO INTERACT WITH OTHERS 

HOWTO ASK OTHERS FORWHATTHEY 
WOULD LIKE 

VERBAL COMMUNICATION SKILLS 

NON-VERBAL COMMUNICATION SKILLS 

BODY LANGUAGE 

) 
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ABC parents' suggestions 
for literacy learning 

READING BOOKS. READING BOOKS 

DRAWING PICTURE STORIES 

PRACTICING THEIR LETTERS 
INWORDS, SENTENCES, ETC 

USTENINGTO BOOKS 
LISTEN TO PEOPLE TALKING 
TO HIM 

SPENDINGTIMEWITH 
PEOPLETHATARE 

GAMES 

ART 

MATCHING 
A> 

SONGS-INTEGRATION INTO 
MOVEMENT ACTIVITIES 

LOTS OF VERBAL 

PROVIDING MANY 
OPPORTUNITIESTOTELL 

LETTERS OFTHE 

Highlights from Research 
This section provides 'sound bites' or short pieces excerpted 

from academic writing on play and emergent literacy. 
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"Research-based linKs between 
Play and emergent literacy 

Part of learning to read is learning to understand that 
letters are symbols with meaning (e.g., C-A-T means a 
furry pet that purrs). A major part of dramatic play is 

learning to use objects as symbols of other objects 
(e.g., pretending a wood block is a telephone), .*,,.,.-h„.2.« 

Children's level of this symbolic play at age three is a 
predictor for their writing status at age five /.,ti,,,,.i.:...i,. 

Boys who engage in less social play than their peers are 
more likely to have emergent literacy difficulties 

Children develop their recall memory during play, a skill 
they will need for learning to read. wi,,,,:™). 

• Which do you agree or disagree with? Why? 
• Which, if any, surprise you? Why? 
• Do you think any of these statements might influence you to 

do something differently? If so, what, how, and why? 
• What other questions do you have for which you might turn 

to research? 
Boosting the Emergent Literacy Potential of Play: 

Scenes from My Classroom 
I am the lead teacher of a mixed-age, inclusive preschool 

classroom in a community setting. Some of our practices are 
specific to our school's culture, but most of what we do is relevant 
to other programs and families. 

As you view the following slides, ask yourself (you will have 
space at the end to mark your answers): 

• Do we already do this? 
• Am I interested in trying this? 
• Is there anything else we do in our family/home care/ 

preschool that has similar potential for learning? 
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Boosting the 
emergent 
literacy 

potential of 
dramatic play 

What we do at 
school: 

What you can do at 
home-. 

Teachers play alongside Sit down next to your playing 
children. They ask child and play with your own 

questions, get into roles, set of toys. Ask questions. Be a 
and serve as audiences. good sport and wear that tutu 

on your head. Watch. 

r 

Boosting the emergent literacy 
potential of dramatic play 

What we do at 
school: 

Sort our dramatic play 
materials by themes to 

boost inspiration. 
Include literacy props 

in each set. Allow 
children to use objects 

for symbolic uses. 

What you can do at 
home-. 

Save food boxes, plastic 
containers, old notebooks, 

scrap paper, receipts, tickets, 
old costumes and clothes, 

and many more items to use 
for dramatic play and literacy 

props. 
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Dramatic play "Office" theme 
area with literacy props 

Keyboards for typing, books for reading and reference, envelopes 
and paper, office clothes, calculator, adding machine, pens, pencils, 

empty white-out tape, rulers, office supplies, storage containers. 

The idea for our "Space" dramatic play 
area was chosen by our class. They 
chose the materials to include in it. 



Other dramatic play theme ideas: 
THEME Literacy & Prop Ideas 

POST OFFICE Homemade mail box (cardboard box or a 
plastic office tray), envelopes, paper, used 

stamps, rubber stamps, pens, pencils 

RESTAURANT Plastic ware, plates, take-out menus, 
note pad, pencils, aprons, straws, cups, 

kitchen timer, kitchen props, food boxes, 
pizza box, tablecloth, cook books 

ALASKA I Mounted and labeled botanical specimens 
from nature walks, magnifying glasses, 

blank notebooks for recording 
observations, story books, stuffed 

animals, recordings of Alaska Native 
music and stories, CD player, field guides 

U / h a t Oje d O a t SChOO|: Every child has a mailbox stocked with a 
folder with lined paper and a clipboard with blank paper. Pencils, crayons, 
markers, and pens are available in bins throughout the room. We use the 
clipboards for directed activities; children also draw/write as they choose. 

W h a t yOU Cat) d O a t h O m e : start a bin for scrap paper for your 
child to draw on. Collect old notebooks (or make your own by stapling scrap 

paper in packets) for your child. Provide (alternating, perhaps) different 
materials to write with. 
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W h a t W e d O a t SChOO|: Music plays a big role in our classroom. 
Some of our scrap paper happens to be sheet music and we have published 
and homemade music books in our drum center. Sometimes when we go to 

play the piano some of the children write sheet music for it. 

W/fiat yOU Can UO a t hOfre: sing songs and rhymes. Many of the 
classic nursery rhymes, as well as lullabies from many cultures have language 

lessons built right in. Read song lyrics as chants. Encourage your child to 
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• Which of the ideas do you already do? 
• Which of the ideas are things that you think you would never 

do? 
• Why? 
• Which of the ideas are things that you don't currently do but 

might like to try? 
• If you were going to try some of the new-to-you ideas, what 

support or resources would you need to try them? 
• What practices specific to your family, religion, or culture 

might produce the same results as these ideas? 
• What are things that you already do that provide similar 

opportunities for literacy learning? 

Remember: Books, talking, singing, toys and other literacy 
activities can be in any language. 
Languages families in your program speak: 
Languages children in your program are exposed to: 
Activities your program does in any of these languages: 
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Ways to Build Your 
Family's Home Library 

Dorrt be embarrassed to snatch 
up the bargains at Value Village. 
In our classroom we have a 26 

volume set of a picture dictionary 
on tape and countless dozens of 

hooks fromresale shops_ | 

Borrow books from 
local libraries. Keep 

them in a special 
basket or shelf. The r 

closest branch is / 
located by the / 

Muldoon bus stop, / 
butthe Loussac in I 
midtown is bigger. 

Borrow books from our 
classroom. Yes, you are J 

welcome to do this! 

Staple or sew different 
^Jds ofoapertogethe, 
F » Photo albums with 

1 p i c t u r « o r magazine cut- I 
°Ws. M a k e ^ , „ „ u _ , 

e c / f ° u t a m " 

romth^!Z7«pl 

\ Make friends 
with 

- . neighbors 
• I with older 
: /kids, convince 
• Ithemtohand-

I you-down-
• ji the-books. 

Beyond Books 
In addition to books, there are many ways to share literacy 

experiences with young children. These include: 
• Storytelling 
• Conversations 
• Listening to Radio 
• Singing, Chanting 
• Religious services and practices 
• Listening to and playing music and drums 
• Allowing children to listen to adult conversations and observe 

adults working 
• Teaching children skills 
• Sharing family traditions 

Your ideas: 
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Moving Beyond "Play" 

This presentation mentions school and home as settings in 
which children play. It also focuses on dramatic play. 

• Where else do children play? 
• How can you boost literacy learning in other environments? 
• Besides dramatic play, what other types of play are there? 

Expand Beyond Two: Ask a person from a culture, racial/ethic 
group, socio-economic group, or other group different from 
yourself: 

• Besides school and home, where else do children play? 

In many families and cultures, children spend time observing, 
helping, and participating in cooking, hunting, fishing, sewing, 
cleaning, building, repairing, and other life activities. 

• What emergent literacy skills can be practiced during these 
activities? 

• What activities do families in your program participate in? 

Expand Beyond One: Ask a person from a different generation: 
• What emergent literacy skills can be practiced during these 

activities? 
• What activities did participate in when you were a child? 

Expand Beyond Two: Ask a person from a culture, racial/ethic 
group, socio-economic group, or other group different from 
yourself: 

• What emergent literacy skills can be practiced during these 
activities? 

• What activities did you participate in when you were a child? 
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More questions to ask yourself: 
• What lessons from this presentation can you apply to 

children's involvement in these activities? 
• Is play inherently different from these activities or can it be 

viewed as a part of it? 

Many children and families participate in dance, singing, 
drumming, craft-making, music listening or making, and other 
arts. Sometimes children participate in art individually, with 
other children, with family members, or with other community 
members. Think about ways your child and/or family participates 
in art. 

• What roles do dance, crafts, & other arts play in your 
children's development? 

• What opportunities for literacy learning do these experiences 
provide for children? 

• How are play, life, and art experiences similar and different? 
Are there activities that contain elements of each? 

Expand Beyond One: Ask a person from a different generation: 
• What roles do dance, crafts, and other arts play in child 

development? 
• What opportunities for literacy learning do these experiences 

provide for children? 
• How are play, life, and art experiences similar and different? 

Are there activities that contain elements of each? 

Expand Beyond Two: Ask a person from a different culture, racial/ 
ethic group, socio-economic group, or other group different from 
yourself: 

• What roles do dance, crafts, and other arts play in child 
development? 

• What opportunities for literacy learning do these experiences 
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provide for children? 
• How are play, life, and art experiences similar and different? 

Are there activities that contain elements of each? 

Wrap up: 
• What have you learned? 
• What other questions do you have? 
• What do you want to learn next? 
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Makoto: The Shinsegumi and 
Samurai Identity 

Meredith Thatcher 

History 320: The Rise, Fall, and Reinvention of the Samurai 

Dr. Paul Dunscomb, Professor 

When in 1863 a rowdy and violent group of peasants and 
ronin, known up to that point as the Mibu Roshigumi, or Miburo 
(a pun meaning both "Mibu ronin" and "Mibu wolves") were 
officially commissioned to patrol and police the capital of Kyoto 
on behalf of the shogun's government, they took the new name 
"Shinsengumi", meaning "New Commissioned Corps." Though 
the "new" referred to their status as an official appointment of the 
city protector, it came to represent far more than that - because 
the most enduring legacy of the Shinsengumi, and what marks 
their importance not merely in Japanese popular and political 
history but in military history, was not their actions in the name 
of the Tokugawa shogunate but the new definition they created of 
what it meant to be a samurai. The low-ranking ronin and peasant 
farmers of the Shinsengumi who rose to become samurai in direct 
service of the shogunate in the process redefined the conditions 
of samurai identity as something based not on birth but solely on 
skill, loyalty, and sincerity. 

Ironically, the origins of the Shinsengumi lay with a fervent 
anti-shogunate activist named Kiyokawa Hachiro, a man possessed 
of "a record of anti-foreign deeds, a commitment to imperial 
loyalism, and a considerable number of followers."' In late 1862, 
Kiyokawa approached the bakufu with a view to cooperation, 
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proposing that a bakufu-supported group of ronin be formed "as 
a means to foster national unity against the barbarian."2 When 
official orders were issued to form such a group in early December, 
ronin quickly flocked to its banner, "presumably because many 
of them were in dire need of income," and when numbers were 
whittled down and organization imposed in January of 18633 the 
group, called the Roshigumi (Ronin Corps), numbered around 
250. At the same time, the bakufu had been arranging for the first 
shogunal visit to Kyoto in two hundred years. In March, Kiyokawa 
and the Roshigumi were deployed to Kyoto as an advance 
guard of the shogun's entourage: "Doubtless the ronin generally 
saw themselves as going to defend the emperor and expel the 
barbarian, but in bakufu eyes they were going to protect the 
shogun."4 

Upon arriving in Kyoto, Kiyokawa submitted a letter to the 
Imperial Court proclaiming the Roshigumi's loyalty to the emperor 
and offering its services to assist in expelling foreigners. When 
news of the letter reached the bakufu it immediately recalled the 
group under the pretext of assistance in expelling British troops 
demanding reparations for an assassinated British merchant.5 

However, regardless of Kiyokawa's political inclinations - and 
those, therefore, of the majority of the ronin he recruited - there 
were a certain number of recruits who were in fact loyal to 
the bakufu, most notably Kondo Isami, the future leader of the 
Shinsengumi. Kondo, a peasant by birth, had joined the Roshigumi 
"with aspirations of becoming a samurai in the service of the 
shogun"6 and came to embody the new definition of samurai as 
presented by the Shinsengumi. 

Kondo owed much of his ambition to the circumstances of his 
family and birthplace. Though he was born among the peasantry 
of the Tama region, Tama was a Tokugawa domain with strong 
personal loyalty to the shogun and the peasants "prided themselves 
as farmers of the shogun."7 More importantly, the region had 
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a history of martial arts practice - including swordsmanship -
among all levels of the population. As Tama's magistrates lacked 
the resources to patrol the entire area, they appointed leaders 
from among the populace to police each village and required the 
peasants working under those leaders to study martial arts. As the 
Tokugawa period progressed and financial disparity between the 
different classes began to disappear, many of these same peasants, 
now wealthy, built private training halls and availed themselves of 
the instruction of local fencing masters. Kondo's father, Miyagawa 
Hisajiro, was one such individual and hired Kondo Shusuke, 
the master of an Edo fencing school to instruct his sons. Kondo 
himself quickly became a skilled swordsman and at age fifteen was 
adopted by Shusuke to become Shusuke's heir and future head of 
the fencing school. He then moved to Edo to live at the school and 
devote himself to swordsmanship full time.8 

Hijikata Toshizo, Kondo's right-hand man and vice-commander, 
as well as the author of the strict Shinsengumi behavioral code, 
came from similar origins. Hijikata, too, was born to a wealthy 
Tama peasant family, and though he was orphaned at a young age 
he was raised jointly by his elder brother and by his elder sister 
and her husband, Sato Hikogoro. Sato was a magistrate-appointed 
village leaders and a former student of Kondo Shusuke, whom he 
invited along with Kondo Isami to teach at his private training hall. 
Hijikata therefore quickly became acquainted with the younger 
Kondo and soon joined the Shieikan. Hijikata, too, eventually 
devoted himself to swordsmanship full time, but as he did not have 
Kondo's position of heir and instructor, he was forced to support 
himself, which he did by peddling medicine.9 

Such activity - two peasants practicing swordsmanship full-
time, and furthermore one engaging in mercantile activity - would 
have been unheard of under the strict rules governing class 
behavior that presided over the early Tokugawa period. That these 
same men eventually rose to critical positions commanding of 
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shogunate military forces and were granted official ranks within 
the shogunate would have been utterly unimaginable. 

According to Hillsborough, Kondo and Hijikata "...saw the 
great turmoil in the west as a once-in-a-lifetime opportunity to put 
their formidable fencing skills to the fight, to rise through the ranks 
of the Tokugawa hierarchy."10 Along with several other Shieikan 
members, they both joined the Roshigumi and traveled to Kyoto. 
When Kiyokawa was recalled to Edo, a small number of Roshigumi 
troops, including the Shieikan contingent, elected to remain in 
Kyoto. Of these, Kondo Hijikata, and eleven others petitioned Aizu 
lord Matsudaira Katamori, the protector of Kyoto, for permission 
to remain in Kyoto to "guard the shogun until he returns to Edo."11 

The petition was accepted and with it was formed the nucleus of 
the group that was later named the Shinsengumi. 

At this time, Kyoto was the scene of a fierce power struggle 
between the joint forces of Satsuma and Aizu, the latter of which 
was the domain of the bakufu-appointed protector of the city, 
and those of Choshu, a hotbed of anti-shogunate radicalism. 
Choshu representatives, as imperial loyalists, had gained the upper 
hand in power and influence until Satsuma and Aizu formed an 
official military alliance and on September 30, together with the 
Shinsengumi, seized the palace and barred Choshu troops from 
entrance. As a result of the ensuing skirmish, Choshu was branded 
as an "imperial enemy" and driven from Kyoto.12 Some allies, 
however, remained in the city in hiding and fear of retaliatory 
action quickly spread throughout the general population. The 
Shinsengumi were therefore given official orders from the city 
protector to "patrol the city day and night."13 It was at this time 
that they officially adopted the name Shinsengumi, "Newly 
Selected Corps." 

The Shinsengumi, having assumed an unprecedented position 
of power and public attention, immediately adapted accordingly. 
They quickly adopted a logo: the character for makoto, or sincerity. 
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This was meant to express their loyalty to the shogunate, but is 
particularly notable as the byword of what has defined a samurai 
throughout the ages. As Ivan Morris and a number of others 
explain, the long-held view was that if one is sincere - sincere in 
violence, sincere in defeat, sincere in committing seppuku - one is 
honorable, and the Shinsengumi were nothing if not sincere.14 

This was expressed nowhere more clearly than in their 
behavioral code. Believed to be authored chiefly by Hijikata, it 
was created in response to the Shinsengumi's rising power and 
corresponding rising number of would-be recruits. Unsurprisingly, 
a number of these hopefuls were attracted by the group's growing 
power and reputation rather than by any particular loyalty to the 
shogunate, and the code was meant both to weed out those lacking 
the necessary devotion and discipline and to rein in the current 
members of the group tempted to apply their military authority to 
private affairs.15 

The code's five provisions were as follows: to act as befit 
a warrior, to avoid both debts and loans, to avoid litigation, to 
avoid private fights, and to under no circumstances leave the 
Shinsengumi.16 Violation of any of these five rules was punishable, 
of course, by seppuku, the classic "samurai-like" death. (Should the 
violation prove especially offensive, the punishment was beheading 
rather than the more "honorable" seppuku.) Finally, included as a 
sort of footnote was the regulation that if a Shinsengumi member 
engaged in a fight and failed to kill his opponent, i.e. allowed the 
opponent to escape, the member must commit seppuku "just as if 
you had been wounded from behind."17 Once again, the motif of 
makoto is clear: sincerity in the harsh requirements of the code, 
sincerity in the necessity of adherence to it, and sincerity in the 
punishment for violations of it. 

Nowhere is it written exactly what constitutes "conduct as 
befits a warrior." English-language sources notably fail to address 
this subject and frequently mistranslate or misquote the relevant 
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prohibition as "deviating from Bushido".18 Nowhere in the original 
does the term "bushido" appear; rather the word used is simply 
shidou, a generic word meaning, roughly, "warrior behavior". 
Judgement as to what that constituted appears to have been at 
the discretion of Kondo and Hijikata. In other words, two men 
of peasant birth were now determining what was and was not 
appropriate behavior for government-sponsored warriors. 

As Hillsborough conjectures, rather floridly, "that both leaders 
hailed from peasant households certainly steeled their resolve to 
conduct themselves and their corps according to the most stoic 
traditions of the warrior class."19 However, their conceptions 
of warrior identity, as reflected in their aspirations, appear to 
have been somewhat different. While Kondo seemed to be 
concerned with the tangible effects of a position as commander 
and samurai, namely power both military and feudal, Hijikata 
aspired to a more classic ideal of samurai as master of the arts of 
bu (war) and bun (culture); he focused his attention on honing his 
swordsmanship, practicing calligraphy, and composing poetry.20 

Kondo's preoccupation with status and in particular the position 
of feudal lord would have ramifications in the future; as early 
as 1865, to the detriment of relations with longtime Shieikan 
acquaintances and important subordinates, "Kondo... soon let it 
be known that he considered his corpsmen as his vassals, just as a 
daimyo considered the samurai of his feudal domain."21 

In the meantime, the Shinsengumi continued on the rise. The 
peak of Shinsengumi power and authority undoubtedly followed 
what has been dubbed the Ikedaya Incident and its aftermath, an 
event that is also generally acknowledged for better or worse as 
the group's most significant undertaking.22 By June of 1864 rumors 
of an imminent Choshu countercoup had been circulating through 
Kyoto for several weeks and by July the Ikedaya, an inn near the 
imperial palace run by an imperial loyalist, had been identified 
as a frequent site of Choshu loyalist meetings. On July 28 the 
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Shinsengumi arrested a key conspirator and extracted, allegedly 
by means of torture, confirmation of concrete plans for the coup. 
A group of elite Shinsengumi members proceeded immediately to 
the Ikedaya, where they surprised a meeting of Choshu and Tosa 
loyalists and immediately attacked, killing seven (an additional 
four later died from their wounds) and capturing twenty-three, 
who were later executed. Several more committed seppuku rather 
than be captured.23 

The casualties included some of the most prominent members 
of the Choshu activist movement, including Miyabe Teizo and 
Yoshida Toshimaro, both friends and disciples of famed Choshu 
intellectual and activist Yoshida Shoin. (A notable survivor, 
however, was Kido Takayoshi, who in the aftermath of the incident 
became one of, if not the most, vital leaders of Choshu and went 
on to become an influential Meiji reformer.24) In contrast, one 
Shinsengumi member was killed and four wounded. In retaliation, 
Choshu troops led by three elder councilors, or karoshu, marched 
on the city and after failed negotiations attempted to take the 
Imperial Palace by force. In what became known as the Kinmon 
(Forbidden) Gate incident, they were once again soundly defeated 
and driven from the city by the combined forces of Satsuma, 
Aizu, and the Shinsengumi, and from this point on abandoned 
any attempt at retaking the capital and championing the imperial 
court.25 

Whether or not the long-term effect of this event was actually 
in the interests of the Shinsengumi is dubious. Some historians 
claim that by killing a number of influential Choshu and Tosa 
leaders and activists in both the Ikedaya and Kinmon Gate 
Incidents, the advent of the Meiji Restoration was postponed by as 
much as a year.26 However, it is clear that the incident united the 
two hitherto bitterly opposed factions within Choshu in a mutual 
desire for revenge: "Until the Ikedaya, Choshu policy has been 
divided between conservatives who advocated restraint in the 
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face of Tokugawa authority and radicals who screamed for war. 
But their mutual outrage now united the two sides, who called for 
full-fledged war against the Tokugawa regime."27 Furthermore, 
the gaping holes in the upper ranks of Choshu leadership allowed 
younger samurai of considerable capacity and intelligence, such as 
Kido Takayoshi, to rise to power, the same leaders that eventually 
forged an alliance with Satsuma and led Choshu to the successful 
overthrow of the bakufu and establishment of the new Meiji 
government.28 

What is undeniable is that it cemented the Shinsengumi's 
position as the bakufu's preeminent force in apprehending and 
assassinating Tokugawa enemies and their reputation as ruthless 
killers. Though the Shinsengumi had originally been equally as 
concerned with expelling foreigners as with hunting down enemies 
of the shogunate, they were now identified primarily - one might 
even say solely - as the bakufu's personal police force and hit squad. 
In other words, they exemplified nothing so much as the concept 
of unlimited violence practiced by individuals legitimized to do 
so by the government. The difference between the Shinsengumi 
and the early Tokugawa samurai was what exactly qualified one 
for this legitimacy. The requirements were no longer birth but 
skill - specifically, skill at killing - as well as loyalty to the relevant 
authority (in this case the bakufu), and adherence to the group's 
behavioral code. 

For the next three years the Shinsengumi continued to reign 
supreme in Kyoto, occasionally aiding other oppositionist forces in 
western Japan. In June of 1867, all members of the Shinsengumi 
were granted the status of hatamoto, or samurai in direct service 
of the shogunate, and Kondo was granted the right of direct access 
to the shogun.29 (A previous offer had been refused in 1863.) 
This was concrete, undeniable confirmation of the power of the 
Shinsengumi and therefore of the realization of a new samurai 
identity: one dependent on skill - specifically, skill at killing - and 
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loyalty to the relevant authority, supported by adherence to a 
behavioral code and regardless of class origins. 

However, as the bakufu crumbled, so did the Shinsengumi. 
Shogun Tokugawa Yoshinobu abdicated in November of 1867, and 
as a result the post of protector of Kyoto, under whose aegis the 
Shinsengumi had operated, was dissolved. Despite the shogun's 
decision, however, bakufu officials and activists including Kondo 
and Hijikata were determined to preserve their power. This period 
marked the "official" end of the Shinsengumi, as they were 
renamed the Shinyugekitai Oyatoi, or New Mercenary Guerilla 
Corps. They refused to accept the new name and continued to refer 
to themselves as the Shinsengumi. However, the strictly disciplined 
group that had ruled Kyoto was in effect gone - as the former 
Shinsengumi retreated from Kyoto to Osaka, "a breakdown in the 
old order invited chaos within the ranks... Desertion was rampant 
and unchecked."30 Following resounding defeat at the Battle of 
Toba-Fushimi, the remnants of the Shinsengumi returned to Edo, 
where, supplemented by a number of untrained recruits, they 
accepted reformation as the Pacification Corps (Koyochinbutai). 
The superbly disciplined group of skilled elites was gone. 

Though further resistance of the new government, supported by a 
Satsuma-Choshu military alliance, was for all intents and purposes 
useless, it continued nonetheless. In April of 1868, Satsuma-
Choshu troops surrounded the Pacification Corps headquarters and 
arrested Kondo; on May 17 he was executed. Hijikata escaped and 
fled with other opposition troops to Hokkaido, where he was killed 
in the final Battle of Hakodate in 1869. With the deaths of the two 
men that had shaped the Shinsengumi and by doing so established 
a new definition of what it meant to be a samurai, the last vestiges 
of the Shinsengumi vanished.31 

A certain amount of the group's eventual collapse seems to have 
been due to the personalities of their leaders. Kondo in particular 
became more and more concerned with power and especially his 
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position as pseudo-feudal lord, to the detriment of his relationships 
with important subordinates and the morale of the group as 
a whole. After the Shinsengumi's retreat to Edo following the 
shogun's abdication, Kondo and Hijikata were both appointed to 
lofty positions within the shogunate; Hijikata became a yoriaiseki, 
or high-ranking Tokugawa retainer, and Kondo a wakadoshiyori, or 
member of the shogun's junior council, "which placed him among 
the ranks of the feudal lords."32 Though given the official restoration 
of imperial power these honors meant little, Kondo at least took 
them to heart; meeting former Shinsengumi members and finding 
they had made plans for further resistance, "Kondo reacted angrily 
that his subordinates had made war plans without his knowledge. 
He replied that he would join them under the condition that they 
serve as his vassals."33 The former Shinsengumi replied that they 
would fight as comrades but not as vassals and refused to return 
to the Pacification Corps headquarters. Kondo was captured and 
executed not long after. 

However, while discussing the failure of the pro-bakufu Totman 
raises another important consideration, one the Shinsengumi had 
in common with the vast majority of pro-bakufu forces: lack of 
modernization out of choice. "To say it baldly, samurai did not 
want to become infantrymen.... Whether one is dealing with Aizu, 
the Shinsengumi, vassal han in general, Mito, or great han in 
general, one finds persistent opposition to military reform."34 In 
the case of the Shinsengumi, the resistance seems to have come 
from several quarters: opposition to western weaponry (recalling 
the Shinsengumi's anti-foreigner origins), pride in their skill and 
their position thus far, and (as in the case of Hijikata) adherence to 
an older ideal. Though Kondo did eventually order the Shinsengumi 
be equipped with firearms, it was not until after the Toba-Fushimi 
skirmish and even so sparked opposition fierce enough that several 
troops deserted rather than use the new weapons.35 

Whatever the ultimate reason for the Shinsengumi's collapse, 

106 



they did not do so before leaving a mark on Japanese history and 
foreshadowing a wider interpretation of samurai identity and 
samurai ideals as unconnected to birth or class but to spirit. The 
Shinsengumi, farmers, merchants, and ronin one step away from 
the peasantry, remain in the Japanese popular imagination one of 
the ultimate symbols of warrior ideals. Yet though they was the 
first samurai group in Japan to replace the requirement of birth 
with skill and class with loyalty, one concept continued to connect 
the Shinsengumi to their forerunners in the early days of the 
Tokugawa government: above all, makoto. 
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Navigating Third Space and 
the Construction of Hybridity 

Narratives 
Donald Unger 

English 685: Studies in Rhetorical Strategy 

Dr. Lori Mumpower, Assistant Professor 

Last month I attended the Alaska Native Oratory Society's 
(AkNOS) South-central regional competition, and took note of 
the traditional introductions employed by the orators prior to 
presenting their narratives. In Alaska Native oratory, a traditional 
introduction positions the speaker by defining his or her relationship 
to the community. Beginning by naming the speaker's immediate 
family, a traditional introduction moves increasingly outward 
to the extended family, clan affiliations, and so on. My name 
is Don Unger. I am a first-year graduate student in the English 
Department at the University of Alaska Anchorage. In order to 
position my presentation, I adopt this traditional introduction and 
adapt it to this academy then project it outward into academia and 
the public sphere. This presentation emerges from my fall 2008 
coursework in World and Internet Englishes, taught by Dr. Jennifer 
Stone; Neoclassical British literature, taught by Dr. Judith Moore; 
and the American Essay, taught by Dr. Jacqueline Cason. 

Over the fall semester, I crafted a narrative linking my 
coursework together, establishing connections between English 
in its various dialectical permutations throughout the world with 
18th-century texts, such as Joseph Addison's play Cato. I addressed 
how spatial relationships and literary forms are connected to 
historical development—how world Englishes and 18th-century 
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British literature are connected to the development of the American 
essay—a form inextricably bound to American identity by writers 
such as Emerson and Thoreau, Elizabeth Cady Stanton and W.E.B. 
DuBois, Richard Wright and Zitkala-Sa. 

A traditional introduction ends by addressing the speech as 
part of a dialogue within a community rather than the monologue 
of an actor. Therefore, I would be remiss if I did not thank you for 
attending this session, but rather than positioning myself as an 
expert imparting knowledge unto you, I seek to draw you into a 
dialogue, which has emerged alongside your research, in the same 
classrooms, and through many of the same texts and ideas that 
others have presented here today. 

Whether referring to Homi Bhabha's Third Space, Gloria 
Anzaldua's borderlands, bell hooks' marginality, or Michel 
Foucault's heterotopias, much scholarly work has been devoted 
to those areas where different cultures and ideologies come into 
contact and conflict (Soja 12-16). Over the fall semester, my 
research dealt with individuals negotiating such spaces, and I 
framed my arguments within the terminology set forth in Homi 
Bhabha's text The Location of Culture. He defines Third Space 
as, "a present time and a specific space[...]which constitutes the 
discursive conditions of enunciation that ensure that the meaning 
and symbols of culture have no primordial unity or fixity; that even 
the same signs can be appropriated, translated, rehistoricized and 
read anew" (36-37). Meaning cannot be reduced to the utterances 
passing between the Self and the Other but exist in spaces 
where "the general condition of language" comes into conflict 
with "the specific implication of the utterance in a performative 
and institutional strategy" (36). Language is a performance 
representing an ideology. Meaning is based on the interpretation 
and reinterpretation of this performance. Communicating across 
disjunctive spaces is a process of altering or navigating conflicting 
ideologies and interpretations. This process emerges from a 
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space—a borderland, a margin, a Third Space. 
In the age of globalization, when national borders are 

simultaneously permeable and fixed, where labor and capital are 
dominated on an international scale, the question of space takes on 
previously unimagined dimensions, such as in the transformation of 
colonization. It is unnecessary for the colonizer to militarily enter a 
region in order to exert control over a populace. Deterritorialization, 
that is bringing "laboring populations into the lower-class sectors 
and spaces of relatively wealthy societies" (Appadurai 225), reflects 
a modern-day strategy for colonization. Today, the colonized are 
contained within the colonizer's national boundaries. From Turkish 
"guest workers" in Germany and Algerians in France, to legal and 
illegal Mexican and South American laborers living in the United 
States, deterritorialized populations provide cheap labor within the 
colonizers' national borders. These new spatial relationships create 
new social relationships among people borne of, or representing, 
the colonizing culture and the colonized. 

In my World and Internet Englishes course, I addressed one 
deterritorialized community here in Anchorage, Alaska. Also, this 
community resists reterritorializing (or culturally dissolving into 
the larger, dominant culture). Through this resistance, a Third 
Space emerged. This Third Space is a popular Mexican restaurant 
called La Mex, where I worked as a server and interacted with 
people from a range of social, historical, and spatial backgrounds. 
Many of my coworkers are native Spanish speakers, though 
there are variations in the Spanishes spoken and various levels of 
bilingualism. La Mex is a spatial chimera originating from Mexico, 
the Dominican Republic, and the United States simultaneously. 
In my research, I evaluated the ways in which two women from 
different backgrounds, Ema and Reba, developed individualized 
systems for navigating this space. 

Ema, a Mexican woman from Michoacan, has lived in the 
United States and worked at La Mex for almost forty years, yet 
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she speaks very little English. Ema's strategy for navigating Third 
Space means maintaining her Spanish heritage. Assimilation into 
U.S. culture is predicated upon adoption of the English language. 
Ema rejects this proposition. Maintaining her heritage has meant 
creating a space where Spanish can exist without reterritorializng. 
Reba, a white, Jewish woman, originally from the mid western 
United States, has worked at La Mex for 15 years. Though she's 
a native English speaker who has never formally studied another 
language or lived in another country, Reba speaks Spanish fluently. 
In the United States, we've been trained to expect the opposite. 
Ema should've assimilated. On the other hand, we don't expect 
Reba to know Spanish. There's no immediately apparent need for 
it. 

Yet, in her linguistic interactions, Reba moves back and forth 
between English and Spanish depending on who she is interacting 
with and her/his level of bilingualism. She peppers English 
sentences with Spanish words and vice versa for the sake of clarity 
or when her Spanish speaking ability cannot keep pace with her 
desire to communicate. Sometimes she repeats statements and 
offers the English and the Spanish. The wall that surrounds her 
upbringing as an English speaker is not destroyed. Instead, Reba 
has developed a mutable way to negotiate the boundaries between 
English and Spanish. She embraces hybridity. 

Ema, like many of my coworkers at La Mex, moved to the 
United States in order to make money and to have a better life 
after returning to Mexico. She never came here with the dream 
of melting into the American pot. She used the money she made 
from working in the United States to enrich her family's lives in 
Mexico. She still talks of going back to Mexico when she retires. 
Yet, she has no plan to retire. She continues to send money to 
relatives back home every month, but she has made a life in 
Alaska. Her husband is here. Her job is here. At 71, she works a full 
time schedule at La Mex and gets upset when the General Manager 
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tries to cut her hours. Ema resists reterritorialization. 
Both Ema and Reba have felt the effects of deterritorialization, 

and they have changed. An examination of Third Space reinterprets 
the binary of the colonizer and the colonized and supplants to it a 
third element. Ema and Reba's stories represent the development 
of a third consciousness. It is not a finished product, not a fixed 
third position, but a process that "sustains contradictions" and 
embraces ambiguity at the expense of "habitual formations[,] 
convergent thinking, [and] analytical reasoning that tends to 
use rationality to move toward a single goal (a Western mode)" 
(Anzaldua 101). This process allows for the creation of various 
consciousnesses that are individualized by the lived experience 
of the perceivers in various performances. Such consciousnesses 
may be the unimagined, progressive aspect of globalization, but 
they are not something one arrives at serendipitously. Developing 
a third consciousness demands a critical evaluation of the 
disjuncture between cultures at the spaces where they coexist. 
In the academy, such an evaluation might begin by reexamining 
western canonical texts that have come to define eastern people. 

In my Neoclassical Literature course, we read Joseph Addison's 
play, Cato. Cato is what Edward Said defined as an oreintalistic 
discourse (Media Education Foundation, part 1). It is also a 
hybridity narrative. Cato is the story of a Roman statesman who 
presided over the colony of Utica in northern Africa and his struggle 
against Caesar's attempts to transform the Roman republic into an 
empire. 

Cato and Caesar represented different approaches to 
colonization. Cato's republican ideals are portrayed as a less 
barbaric alternative to Caesar's authoritarian imperialism. Cato 
sought to civilize the "savages" by instilling them with Roman 
values, and he met with some success, as in his interactions with 
the Numidian Prince, Juba. 

Cato embraced Juba and praised the African's "Roman soul" 
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(Addison 47). For his part, Juba aspired to be Cato and held the 
statesman up as a model of existence. This paternalistic relationship 
eclipsed the familial relationships between Cato and his biological 
sons, Portius and Marcus. Rather than surrendering to Caesar, Cato 
committed suicide in order to maintain his ideals, but before doing 
so, the statesman chose Juba as his heir. Cato prepared Juba for a 
life in Roman politics. Conversely, when addressing his son, Cato 
told Portius to retreat to a farm and retire from politics. It was Juba 
who carried on Cato's legacy. The Roman republic lived on in the 
African Prince. 

Beyond being an exemplary model of "the white man's 
burden"—the concept that it is the duty of white people to 
colonize and rule other races, Juba represented a foil to Cato's 
stoical republicanism. Postcolonial theorists interpreting the play 
preoccupied themselves with choosing the side of the colonized 
rather than the colonizer. Rather than subjectifying Juba, they 
posited his agency in his Numidian passion. But, Juba's agency was 
based on hybridity, and this hybridity arose out of the borderland 
of Utica and Numidia. This borderland created a pluralistic, 
culturally diverse space, rather than an amalgamated multi-culture. 
Rather than interpreting Cato as the colonizer and Juba as the 
colonized, I examined both men as performers who employed 
different strategies for negotiating Third Space. 

One Third Space that Cato negotiated arose out of the 
clash between his memories of Rome and Caesar's Rome. Cato 
displayed the Roman values that existed prior to Caesar, but, as 
Caesar expanded the Roman Empire into Africa, to Utica itself, 
the space where these values were enacted was destroyed. Cato 
needed to negotiate another Third Space, which emerged between 
his Roman ideals and Numidian culture, but he refused hybridity. 
To survive, Cato had to become Other and learn from the African 
Prince. Rather than assimilating into Numidian culture by "going 
native," Cato embraced death. 
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Juba represented a distinct third position, a chimera created 
out of the disjunctive relationship between African passion and 
Roman virtue. He existed on the borderlands of Numidia and Utica 
simultaneously, and he became a master of negotiating this space. 
The borderlands created by conflicting desires of the Self and the 
Other are expressed by Cato's relationship to Rome, and they are 
embodied in Juba. 

In examining orientalistic literature such as Cato, we must 
move beyond the dichotomous thinking that has dominated 
scholarly criticism of such work, beyond our notions of the 
colonizer and the colonized, and subjectify Juba by addressing how 
the Numidian Prince navigated Third Space. The play is not simply 
the fall of Cato. It is the rise of Juba. It is a hybridity narrative. 
Such an evaluation exposes that, even in an orientalistic discourse, 
hybridity prevails. Westerners "go native" or die in order to escape 
the process, and sometimes "Orientals" embrace a "Roman soul." 
New consciousnesses emerge. Beyond simply finding Caliban's 
agency in The Tempest or defending the cannibals' humanity 
in Heart of Darkness, examining this process of hybridization 
has ramifications for how we navigate the world in the age of 
globalization where hybridity narratives are the norm rather than 
the exception. 

Understanding Third Space means understanding how 
consciousness is altered by the interactions of different cultures 
within a physical space, such as La Mex, or examining the 
emergence of a hybrid consciousness in oriental characters within 
the western literary canon. Third Space can be a dynamic critical 
or literary theory, but how can these theories move beyond the 
classroom and provide a basis for resistance in the real world? 

Parallels can be drawn between Juba's hybridity narrative and 
the narrative development of Barack Obama's campaign in the 
2008 U.S. Presidential election. In fact, Obama's campaign success 
rests on a hybridity narrative that emerges from America's history 
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of racism. Through this narrative Obama is neither black nor white, 
neither African nor American, but both/and simultaneously. 

Obama represents a third position in U.S. politics. The outsider 
component of his third position is particularly unusual. It not 
only represents the disjunctive relationship where two different 
cultures come into contact, but a number of different cultures and 
disjunctive relationships, not one Third Space, but many. The child 
of a black African man and a white woman from the American 
Midwest, born in Hawaii, living in Indonesia until he was 10, then 
moving back to Hawaii to be raised by his maternal grandparents, 
Obama's childhood was anything but common. African, American, 
Hawaiian, and Indonesian influences abound. 

On the other hand, the insider component of his third position 
is extremely inside, embedded within a uniquely American 
experience. One doesn't get much further inside than graduating 
with honors from an Ivy League Law Program (i.e., Harvard), 
particularly after receiving an undergraduate degree at another Ivy 
League college (i.e., Columbia). Even the very name of the school 
where Obama began his academic career, Occidental College, 
means western—the opposite of oriental—eastern. 

The McCain/Palin campaign used Obama's third position in 
order to paint him as an outsider, as the Other, to raise doubts 
about who he is and what he represents. From questioning his 
political and social associations—Reverend Wright, Bill Ayers, 
Rashid Khalidi, etc.—to reiterating his middle name ad nauseam, 
the Republican ticket sought to create doubts in the minds of 
American voters regarding Obama's Otherness, but the McCain 
camp failed—not because they were unable to convince Americans 
that Obama was the Other, but because Obama embraced 
Otherness. 

For their part, the Obama campaign constructed a hybridity 
narrative, culminating with a 30-minute infomercial dubbed 
"American Stories, American Solutions," which aired on all 
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the major American television networks on October 29th. This 
hybridity narrative attempted to answer the Republican rallying 
cry, "Who is Barack Obama," but the infomercial was not simply 
a biopic of the Democratic candidate. Obama's narrative of 
Otherness took an essayistic approach and incorporated the 
stories of various Americans: black, white, and Latina, working 
and middle class, old and young, male and female. It focused on 
the common experiences that tied those lives together. "American 
Stories, American Solutions" chronicled the failure of the American 
dream to incorporate the Other. A vote for Obama was depicted 
as a vote for all Americans to be able to pursue this dream despite 
racial, class, gender, or ethnic differences. 

Beyond simply reinstating the American dream, Obama's 
hybridity narrative presented the Other as integral to American 
identity. In "A More Perfect Union," delivered on March 18, 
2008, in the wake of the Jeremiah Wright controversy, Obama 
incorporated the story of a twenty-three year old white woman 
named Ashley Baia, who organized black voters in Florence, South 
Carolina. In his Presidential acceptance speech on November 4th, 
he recounted the story of Ann Nixon Cooper, a 106-year-old black 
woman. Cooper's story involved navigating a century of America's 
racist history (Obama, "Barack Obama's Victory Speech," par. 
48). These vignettes weren't simply a rhetorical flourish aimed at 
presenting Obama as both black and white, someone who crossed 
America's racial divide; these vignettes aimed at making the 
American dream synonymous with hybridity, and this message 
permeated his campaign. 

In "A More Perfect Union," Obama spoke from his "own 
American story," and despite having "brothers, sisters, nieces, 
nephews, uncles, and cousins, of every race and every hue, 
scattered across three continents," he was definitively and 
consciously American, "and for as long as I live, I will never forget 
that in no other country on Earth is my story even possible." 

119 



Furthermore, in his acceptance speech at the Democratic 
Party's national convention in August 2008, he defined the 
American dream as a "promise that's always set this country 
apart, that through hard work and sacrifice each of us can pursue 
our individual dreams, but still come together as one American 
family, to ensure that the next generation can pursue their 
dreams, as well" (Obama, "Barack Obama's Acceptance Speech," 
par. 22). Just as Juba tapped into the Roman soul, Obama tapped 
into the American spirit by depicting his Otherness as the very 
fabric of American identity, "Our stories are singular, but our 
destiny is shared" (Obama, "Barack Obama's Victory Speech," 
par. 45). He addressed his life as a classic American narrative, as 
the descendent of immigrants who were unable to improve their 
own lot, but might watch their child reach his dreams. Obama 
negotiation of Third Space turned Otherness into an asset rather 
than a detriment. He constructed a narrative where embracing 
the American dream meant embracing hybridity. He depicted the 
American identity as inexorably bound to the incorporation of the 
Other, to the margins moving toward the center. 

Obama's electoral campaign incorporated the hybridity 
narrative as a rhetorical strategy in order to win an election, but 
his campaign also raised public consciousness and provided an 
entry point for the discussion of Third Space. It remains to be seen 
whether Obama will nurture this space of resistance or if he will 
simply melt into the pot of liberal humanism—where the Other is 
accommodated tokenistically. 

Third Spaces are the points of production and reproduction 
for ideas and ideologies as well as those places where ideologies 
are enacted and enforced. They are the spaces where differing 
ideologies carry out war on one another, either with guns or words. 
Hybridity narratives are the mutable and ambiguous spatio-social 
histories of these wars, which detail how each individual plays the 
role of interpreter and enforcer. Furthermore, they are employed 

120 



as both a rhetorical tool and the representation of an ideology 
in order to provide a locus for resistance to the fragmenting and 
atomizing affects of globalization. 

Hybridity narratives bring Third Space into the public 
consciousness. They open dialogues where those negotiating these 
spaces might become, to paraphrase Edward Said, something else, 
someone else, who includes rather than suppresses the Other, 
who appreciates difference as a core value, supports plurality, and 
views the world as a great composition that respects difference 
without coercion (Media Education Foundation, part 4). Hybridity 
narratives are dialogues where the process of interpretation and 
reinterpretation, both materially and ideologically, rebegins again. 

My dialogue examines the intersections among the search for 
an American identity, literary study, and the study of the English 
language in its ambiguous development around the globe. While 
this academy is dominated by western ideals, by a thoroughly 
American perspective, the Other emerges. My dialogue, my 
hybridity narrative, serves as a reminder that even our university 
emerges from a Third Space, and the academic research conducted 
in this space is inexorably bound to the history of the Athabascan 
people. I continue my research conscious of the disjuncture 
between western academia and Native Alaskan history. 

Thank you. 
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When a child gains access to language, s/he begins to 
comprehend that "[A] sign has meaning only by dint of its 
difference from other signs. Furthermore, s/he becomes aware that 
a sign presupposes the absence of the object it signifies" (Eagleton 
144). As the child begins to grasp these language lessons, s/he 
learns them in the context of sexuality: "The presence of the father, 
symbolized by the phallus, teaches the child that s/he must take 
up a place in the family which is defined by sexual difference... 
and by absence" (Eagleton 145). Accepting these conditions, the 
child moves from the imaginary to the symbolic order. She/he is 
banished from the imaginary, where sign and signifier are one, to 
the world of language where meaning is nonexistent and where s/ 
he "moves on from one signifier to another, along a linguistic chain 
which is potentially infinite" (145). 

Julia Kristeva, a feminist philosopher and psychoanalytic 
theorist, writes of the symbolic order or the order of language, as 
being phallocentric and dominated by the Law of the Father. She 
writes at great length about the 'semiotic' and how it is a feminine 
realm because it is pre-language. Kristeva defines the semiotic 
as fluid where transcendental signifiers are non existent and 
there occurs a "kind of pleasurable creative excess over precise 
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meaning" (163): the semiotic is the 'other' of language, which is 
none the less intimately entwined with it. Because it stems from 
the pre-Oedipal phase, it is bound up with the child's contact with 
the mother's body (Eagleton 163). 

The Oedipal crisis, which every child must experience to ensure 
proper development, marks his/her entrance into the world of the 
symbolic or language in which "[Everything is separate, including 
conscious and unconscious, self and other, words and actions" 
(Guerin 200). The realm of binary oppositions ends the fluidity of 
the child's existence where sign and signifier are one, and creates 
a gap between the two, thus opening signs to misinterpretation. 
French feminism then arises from Lacan's treatment of language. 
Lacan argues that the pre-Oedipal stage is where the child has not 
yet differentiated herself/himself from her/his mother and has not 
yet learned language. Furthermore, he finds that the unconscious 
or the feminine realm is structured like a language, and "Like 
language, its power arises from the sense of openness and play of 
meaning" (Guerin 200). Because language is what identifies us as 
gendered subjects, identity only occurs when we enter into speech. 
Without speech we are identity-less. Remaining in the semiotic 
order or the order of the feminine then would prove fatal, for 
without identity, how would we distinguish ourselves from other? 

In an excerpt of her book entitled About Chinese Women, 
Kristeva, writes of the choices women are presented with 
concerning female identity formation within a Judeo-Christian 
patriarchal ideology. Either the woman remains identified with the 
mother thereby "ensuring her own exclusion from and marginality 
in relation to patriarchal society" (Moi 139), or she represses the 
body of the mother and identifies with the father thus gaining 
access into the symbolic. These options appear to be the only two 
women possess, but there is a third: in the essay, Kristeva later 
argues that women must refuse to fully insert themselves into 
either category and glean what she will from both, thus creating a 
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hybrid identity. Recognizing that such a feat may be impossible, 
Kristeva then examines the suicides of female writers such as 
Virginia Woolf and Sylvia Plath. 

The Waves, a novel by Virginia Woolf, follows the course of 
the lives of six people-three boys, Bernard, Neville and Louis, 
and three girls, Jinny, Rhoda and Susan-from childhood into 
adulthood. According to the essay "Kristevan Themes in Virginia 
Woolf's The Waves" by Chloe Taylor, the three girls appear to fit 
quite unproblematically into the three choices Kristeva posits for 
female identity formation; Susan attaches herself to the feminine 
by opting to marry and reproduce and being somewhat wary and 
contemptuous of language; Jinny identifies and takes pleasure in 
the masculine and refuses to marry and have children, thus gaining 
access into the phallocentric universe; and Rhoda neither identifies 
with the masculine or the feminine and ultimately kills herself. 
The more unproblematically Taylor writes the characters into 
Kristeva's options, the more contrived the compartmentalizations 
become. In contrast to Taylor's assertions, I contend that Rhoda 
is the character tied to the feminine, Susan is embedded in the 
dichotomous and binary filled masculine order, and Jinny would be 
the hybrid because she neither inserts herself into the masculine or 
the feminine order. In her fiction and non fiction, Virginia Woolf 
comments on female identity and formation crisis. She finds hope 
in Jinny where Kristeva found none. Woolf allows Jinny to live 
instead of suffering the same fate as her creator. 

In the Judeo-Christian myth of the origin of man, man was 
created perfect. Adam walked and communed with God, and what 
Adam and Eve needed, their Creator provided in the Garden of 
Eden. God provided one stipulation, however: not to eat of the 
tree of the knowledge of good and evil. Eve was tempted: "For 
God knows that in the day you eat of it your eyes will be opened, 
and you will be like God, knowing good and evil" (Genesis 3:5), 
and ate the fruit, as did Adam. Then the pair was forced and leave 
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the Garden to lead a 'fallen' existence. Some interpret the Fall 
negatively-that Adam and Eve disobeyed God, and He turned His 
back on them. However, some view the Fall positively-that the 
couple grew out of their need for constant coddling, and because 
they were able to freely make decisions, they were mature enough 
to survive more independently of their Creator. An interesting 
aspect of this myth is Adam and Eve's subsequent ability to know 
good and evil, for this appears to be the primary binary opposition 
from which all others derive. Also, the couple is introduced to 
hierarchy: "To the woman he said, T will greatly increase your 
pains in childbearing; with pain you will give birth to children. 
Your desire will be for your husband, and he will rule over you'" 
(Genesis 3:16). Likewise, one can trace the children of The Waves' 
entrance into consciousness and hierarchy at Elvedon, the garden 
into which Bernard leads the other children: "French Feminists 
who follow Lacan...often propose a Utopian place, a primeval 
female space free of symbolic order, sex roles and the Law of the 
Father" (Guerin 200). Bernard states: "But when we sit together, 
close...we melt into each other with phrases. We are edged with 
mist. We make unsubstantial territory" (Woolf 9). Rhoda freely 
plays with the paper boats in her basin-the only time we see her 
content, not sinking beneath the waves of consciousness, identity 
and mortality. While Elvedon might not necessarily be a Utopia, 
it may stand in as a place marker for Eden where the children 
are protected by walls and where they have direct access to their 
creator: the woman in the garden writing their story. However, 
Rhoda speaks of her inability to leave the world of the semiotic, 
and this is foreshadowed when she states: "The birds sang in 
chorus first...Now the scullery door is unbarred. Off they fly. Off 
they fly like a fling of seed. But one sings by the bedroom window 
alone" (Woolf 5). The bird left behind symbolizes Rhoda. She 
remains in the semiotic realm where no distinction exists between 
herself and the rest of her schoolmates. In school, when the rest 
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of the children appear to be appropriating language and hierarchy, 
Neville makes an inclusive statement about himself, Jinny, Susan, 
Bernard and Louis, "There is an order in this world; there are 
distinctions, there are differences in this world, upon whose 
verge I step" (Woolf 13). Furthermore, Rhoda proves that she will 
remain in the semiotic when the teacher moves from languages to 
mathematics: "I [Rhoda] cannot write. I see only figures...I have no 
answer...The figures mean nothing now. Meaning is gone" (Woolf 
13). The language of the Father constantly fails her, as identity fails 
her. Also, Rhoda excludes herself from the world in general, which 
is ordered through language by stating: 

I begin to draw a figure and the world is looped in it, and I 
myself am outside the loop; which I now join-so-and seal 
up, and make entire. The world is entire, and I am outside 
of it, crying, Oh, save me, from being blown forever out of 
the loop of time. (Woolf 13) 

Rhoda perceives herself as an outsider. Because it is only through 
language that we enter linear time: "There is no time without 
speech" (Kristeva 153), inadvertently and tragically, Rhoda cannot 
assimilate into the patriarchal order (the realm of time and the 
symbolic) and realizes that as long as she remains in the semiotic, 
she is doomed. 

If Rhoda is indeed a captive of the feminine (semiotic) realm, 
how can this be reconciled with Kristeva's theory that women 
of the feminine order survive because they provide a service to 
males? Because Rhoda grows up without a father or a mother, and 
experiences no Oedipal crisis, she exists primarily in the realm of 
the semiotic, bereft of identity, and this is what ultimately dooms 
her. Kristeva states: "And if no paternal legitimation comes along 
to dam up the inexhaustible non-symbolized drive, she collapses 
into psychosis or suicide" (158). Sandra Gilbert and Susan Gubar 
write of the place of the woman writer in the nineteenth and 
twentieth centuries. In their book The Madwoman in the Attic, they 
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state that women writers identify themselves with characters they 
detest. They must then kill the monster/madwoman as well as the 
angel/heroine (Guerin 197). Although a case could be made for 
Rhoda as monster or angel, her fate is the same. 

Susan, or as Gilbert and Gubar call her in their book No Man's 
Land, 'mother-woman' finds comfort and security in the idea of 
the rescuer-male: "[M]y lover will come. He will stand under the 
cedar tree. To his one word I shall answer my one word. What has 
formed in me I shall give him. I shall have children; I shall have 
maids in aprons" (Woolf 71). While she may be wary of language, 
she uses it effectively; it rarely fails her, and she believes that 
validation only comes in relation to a male figure. Kristeva states: 

In a symbolic economy of production and reproduction 
centered on the paternal Word (the phallus, if you like), 
one can make a woman believe that she is (the phallus) 
even if she doesn't have it (the serpent, the penis): doesn't 
she have the child? (144) 

Also, Lacan states that a child represents the object the mother is 
lacking, i.e., a phallus. Susan is so concerned with her status in 
the realm the symbolic that she has children to secure it. While 
popular critics such as Gilbert and Gubar believe Susan to be 
occupier of the feminine, she is reliant on the masculine order 
to provide her with identity. Additionally, Susan is the first to be 
ingratiated into the world of binary oppositions, or the language 
of the fallen which separates one person from another: "I love... 
And I hate" (Woolf 9). Louis likens Susan's love to being impaled 
or nailed by phallic objects: "To be loved by Susan would be to be 
impaled by a bird's sharp beak, to be nailed to a barnyard door. 
Yet there are moments when I wish to be speared by a beak, to be 
nailed to a barnyard door, positively, once and for all" (Woolf 86). 
The interpretation that Susan rejects the masculine and opts for 
the feminine realm is a somewhat valid argument at the beginning 
of the novel, however, towards the end, we are met with Susan's 
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disappointment and weariness of the maternal: "I am sick of the 
body, I am sick of my own craft, industry and cunning, of the 
unscrupulous ways of the mother who protects, who collects under 
her jealous eyes at one long table her own children, always her 
own" (Woolf 139). Although Susan appears to have encompassed 
the feminine, she simply occupies a space carved out for her within 
the masculine sphere. Kristeva writes: "Such an identification, 
however, not only deprives the woman of the maternal body, but 
also of her own" (Moi 139). 

The Time section of Kristeva's piece About Chinese Women 
concerns itself with formulating a revolutionary means to subvert 
gender roles and female subjugation: "Kristeva argues for a 
refusal of this dilemma: "[W]omen must neither refuse to insert 
themselves into the symbolic order, nor embrace the masculine 
model for femininity which is offered her there" (Moi 139). While 
Rhoda symbolizes the refusal to insert herself into the symbolic, and 
Susan represents the masculine notion of femininity, Jinny is our 
revolutionary figure, refusing to commit herself to either prescribed 
gender role and instead choosing to take traits, characteristics, 
and mannerisms from whichever gender she pleases. At a party 
Jinny attends, she looks into a mirror. Unsatisfied with just a head 
reflecting back at her, she goes to a full length mirror in order to 
maintain identity: "They [Gilbert and Gubar] describe a feminine 
Utopia in which wholeness rather than otherness would prevail 
as a psychological definition of identity" (Guerin 197). Although 
Jinny's language usage, as Taylor states is "not revolutionary," she 
does exhibit revolutionary behavior. Towards the beginning of the 
novel, when the children were young, Jinny kisses Louis, taking 
on a typically masculine aggressive role, while Louis takes a more 
passive, typically female role. Her behavior as a child foreshadows 
her future conduct. Jinny does not fit into either of Kristeva's two 
options for the survival of womanhood because she refuses to 
marry and have children, but loves men, and also identifies with 
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the feminine and finds solidarity in Rhoda: "'Then,' said Jinny, 
'Rhoda and I, exposed in bright dresses with a few precious stones 
nestling on a cold ring around our throats bowed, shook hands 
and took a sandwich from a plate with a smile" (Woolf 91). Taylor 
minimizes the revolutionary nature of the character of Jinny. 
Not only does Jinny survive within the masculine and feminine 
orders, she thrives. Taylor writes: "Jinny suggests the paradox of 
the phallic woman of control through surrender, empowerment 
of individual women through the acceptance of patriarchy, the 
general disempowerment of women (Taylor 65). Jinny recognizes 
that in order to transcend traditional gender roles, she has to defy 
them and create her own realm, her own set of decorum, and her 
own identity, thus ensuring her own space outside of that which 
is governed by the patriarchal and supported by the matriarchal. 
Although she does not speak the revolutionary language of the 
poetic, Jinny lives her life as art, as something new and relevant. 
When her looks fade, she musters the strength to defiantly face the 
world of the patriarchy and the matriarchy. Kristeva writes: "Let 
us refuse both [masculine and feminine] extremes. Let us know 
that an ostensibly masculine, paternal identification, because it 
supports symbol and time is necessary in order to have a voice 
in the chapter of politics and history" (Moi 156). Jinny denies 
inserting herself into either binary, thus forcing her to either create 
a hybrid world of her own, consisting of both the masculine and 
feminine, or to perish as does Kristeva's proposed revolutionary 
woman. 

Although she does not die at the end of the book, as Susan 
looks back on her life, she finds it to be a ruined waste. She did 
not live for herself but instead strove for a patriarchal ideal. Rhoda 
commits suicide because of her inability to gain entrance into the 
symbolic realm by maintaining her connection to the semiotic. 
Jinny is the only female character in The Waves who remains 
optimistic. Virginia Woolf, purposely or accidentally created the 
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post modern woman. She gleans what she can from each gender 
in order to create a space for herself, where she can live and thrive 
comfortably. Although grief is inevitable, Jinny embodies the 
revolutionary. 
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Communism and socialism have an antagonistic, threatening 
reputation in American society, but to understand the Russian 
Revolution—why it happened, why people supported it, and its 
implications for the future—we have to try to understand the initial 
promise and attractive doctrine it conveyed. The whole Russian 
model of socialism was grounded on experimentation. The Soviet 
Union was to lead the world in a great quest for equality, and not 
surprisingly, there was great excitement and enthusiasm behind 
this vision, especially when we consider the circumstances in 
Russia at the time: It is 1917. The Russian population is made up 
mostly of poverty-stricken peasants and has been decimated by 
the war and famine. The monarchy has consistently proven its 
inability to establish any sense of order and stability, failing to take 
any sort of control over the aggravating conditions. The people are 
tired, angry, and hungry, and they suffer hopelessly, struggling 
to survive. Eventually, they hit a breaking point and forcefully 
demand change. There is no doubt that the masses established and 
supported the revolutionary spirit of the time. Whether or not they 
swore allegiance to the Bolsheviks is another story. 

For women, historically Russia's second-class citizens and 
the focus of this study, the revolution represented great hopes 
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and dreams for the future before morphing into its nightmarish 
reality. This essay breaks down the Revolution at different points 
in time—the initial stage with socialism's Utopian promise, a 
period of great enthusiasm and hope and the repressive Stalinist 
version that would emerge in the late 1920s. The Bolsheviks' 
fluctuating representations of the ideal socialist image, "new Soviet 
woman," and the consequences of her being show the two distinct 
revolutionary developments and enable an analysis of the role of 
women within the changing social context of the Revolution. 
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-50° temperatures, six feet of snow, and surrounded 
by Bolsheviks. For the men of the American North Russian 
Expeditionary force, the Russian Arctic became a prison as they 
struggled to survive the winter of 1918-1919. The American force 
fought the Russian Bolsheviks in this little known campaign. 
Diary entries and first hand accounts provide the basis for this 
exploration of day-to-day life during one of the United States' 
bleakest military adventures. 
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As a concept, the "new consciousness" Gloria Anzaldua 
theorizes in Borderlands/La Frontera, the consciousness of the 
hybrid subject, is a useful tool in analyzing novels that contain 
individuals who go through both the process of "Othering" and 
the process of discovering their composite selves. This essay uses 
the paradigm of the mixed, interwoven Other as a framework 
for analyzing Mary Shelley's Gothic novel, Frankenstein, or The 
Modern Prometheus. Exploring the implications of this dual-for 
Anzaldua, biracial-consciousness and the notion's applicability 
to a text, the paper's goal is not to transform the Creature into a 
feminine, racially mixed Other, but to show that the Creature, like 
La Mestiza, is a hybrid subject that exists outside of constructed 
borders. Modern theorists of postcolonial criticism, such as 
Anzaldua, explore the notion of race as a socially constructed 
category. Although written well before the postcolonial turn in 
twentieth century thought, Mary Shelley's Frankenstein offers in 
its Creature a character that can be interpreted through the lens 
of contemporary discourse on racial subjectivity, a discourse that 
examines identity in general. The complexity of Frankenstein's 
Creature, as this paper will show, results from his hybrid 

139 



composition, his individuality being split along a duality, a cleave 
that continually threatens to undermine his humanity in favor of 
his monstrosity. 

Kennedy Towne 
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Dr. Paul Dunscomb, associate professor 

Kyra Sherwood 
ENGL 499: When the Moon is Full and Bright: Werewolves in 

Fiction, Folklore, and Pop Culture 
Dr. Jeane Breinig, associate professor 

Sean Slenkamp And Jason Bibee 
NS 411: Mary Magdalene Video PSA 

Dr. Angelia Morris, assistant professor 

Maria Steele 
ENGL 435: The Monster and Its Maker: Two Tragic 

Figures in Frankenstein 
Dr. Suzanne Forster, professor 
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Kyle A. Wark 
ANTH 435: The Copper Age on the Northwest Coast: Early 

Indigenous Metalworking 
Dr. Steve Langdon, professor 
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