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About the 
Rice Historical Review

     The Rice Historical Review is a student- run, open access journal 
published online and in print . I t  features outstanding historically focused 
papers writ ten by Rice undergraduates. All Rice undergraduates, regardless 
of  major, are welcome to submit  their work to the journal.

 

     With this journal, we seek to emphasize the diversity of  study within 
Rice?s History Department.  We hope to foster discussion of  historical 
topics on campus and in the greater Rice community. 
We accept submissions on a rolling basis between late November and 
mid-January. For more informat ion about submit t ing a paper, please visit  
our website: r icehistoricalreview.org.
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Welcome from the 
           Editors

We are honored to present the inaugural issue of  the Rice Historical Review, a publicat ion that 
holds a special place in our hearts. 

 The idea for the journal f irst  came about as we sat together in a classroom on the third f loor of  
the Humanit ies Building. As two junior history majors, we chatted about our current research 
projects and discussed our mutual love of  the history faculty. We lamented the fact  that  
although we knew classmates who were conduct ing fascinat ing historical research, their work 
was not being shared with the Rice community as a whole. 

 Almost exact ly one year ago, we approached Dr. Lisa Balabanli lar, director of  undergraduate 
studies in history, about the possibili ty of  creat ing a space for students to share their 
historical scholarship. With her enthusiast ic support , we embarked on a journey towards 
making Rice?s f irst  undergraduate history journal a reality. We are proud to share the result  of  
these ef forts with you. 

 This project  would not have been possible without the incredible support  we have received 
f rom so many. First  and foremost, Dr. Balabanli lar, who has been a source of  unending 
encouragement, wisdom, and cheer. Next, Dr. Lisa Spiro, who taught us everything we know 
about journal publishing and cont inues to provide expert  guidance and mot ivat ional sweets, 
and our faculty reviewers, who happily joined us in this endeavor. Finally, we are eternally 
grateful to Christ ina, Ephraim, Kat ie, Monica, and Roger, our fearless editorial board. This 
journal is the result  of  our collect ive hard work, and we could not have asked for a better team. 

 We would also like extend our grat itude to Dr. Caroline Quenemoen and the Rice Center for 
Civic Leadership, the Dr. Bill Wilson Student Init iat ive Grant, the Department of  History,  
Department Chair Dr. Alida Metcalf , and Fondren Library. We are overwhelmed by the 
campus-wide support  we have received since we began this project . As this journal 
demonstrates, Rice is a place where student init iat ive is t ruly valued. 

 We look forward to watching this journal f lourish in the coming years. I t  is our fervent hope 
that the Rice Historical Review will become a cherished tradit ion in the scholarly community 
at  Rice and beyond. 

 In this issue, we of fer f ive except ional essays. Turn to page 7 to begin reading. 

 With grat itude, 

Mary Charlot te Y. Carroll  Rachel S. Landsman 

Founding Editors- in-Chief  
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The Blockade of  
Leningrad & the 
Mixed Results of  
Soviet izat ion
Dane Burrough
Abst ract : The Siege of Leningrad, a joint German-Finnish 
operation during World War II, lasted for 880 days and took 
the lives of a large number of the citizens of the city. The city 
was entirely cut off from the rest of the Soviet Union, causing 
mass starvation that was far deadlier than the military 
operations of the siege. Many scholars have argued that the 
Second World War served as the catalyst to fully ?Sovietize? 
the populations of the various Soviet Republics. Examining 
primary sources from the siege, this paper explores the 
extent to which that process of Sovietization actually 
occurred in Leningrad and how the unique experiences of the 
blockade imprinted on the citizens a sense of independence 
from the greater Soviet state. 

     Soviet izat ion was the mult i- faceted process 
by which Soviet central planners endeavored to 
subordinate the whole U.S.S.R. to the power of 
the Communist government and thereby 
transform ordinary cit izens into driven 
communist ideologues. Many scholars have 
argued that World War II, which Russians 
termed the Great Patriot ic War, served as the 
catalyst to fully ?Soviet ize? the populat ions of 
the various Soviet Republics. However, this 
Soviet izat ion failed to occur in the city of 
Leningrad, which suffered a joint 
German-Finnish siege for 880 days.1

     During the siege and subsequent blockade 
which lasted from 1941 until 1944, the cit izens 
of Leningrad starved on an unprecedented 
scale. Est imates of how many cit izens died 
during the siege vary; the official Soviet figure 
claims a death toll of 632,253,2 but many 
historians place the number in a range from 
750,0003 to 1,500,000 deaths out of a prewar 
populat ion of 2,500,000.4 During the blockade, 
cit izens resorted to both criminal act ivity and 
religious pract ice as a means of survival. Both 

religion and criminality violated the basic tenets 
of Soviet society and these accounts were 
therefore censored from the records of the 
blockade published after the war. The freezing 
and starving cit izens of Leningrad were more 
concerned with their individual survival and the 
survival of their proud city than they were with 
the fate of the Stalinist regime; as a result , their 
previously patriot ic att itudes faded.  The 
remarkable physical and emotional losses 
rendered some Leningraders fiercely 
independent and more proud of their city than 
of the Soviet Union. The Siege of Leningrad was 
possibly the most lethal siege in the history of 
warfare. The siege began in early September 
1941 after the Army Group North of the 
Wehrmacht or German army moved through the 
Balt ic States to join with Finnish forces 
surrounding Leningrad and cut off the railroad 
connection between Moscow and Leningrad at 
the t iny vil lage of Mga. In doing so, German and 
Finnish forces effect ively surrounded the city 
and cut off its communicat ion with the rest of 
the country. Throughout the siege, the 
Wehrmacht shelled and bombed the city to 
smoldering ashes. The Soviet leaders of 
Leningrad failed both to understand the gravity 
of the situat ion and to properly rat ion for a 
prolonged siege until i t  was too late to save 
much of the populat ion from imminent 
starvat ion. Most of the Soviet deaths due to 
starvat ion occurred in the winter of 1941. 
According to Soviet official figures, l ikely vast ly 
underreported, 101,583 people, or roughly four 
percent of the Soviet prewar populat ion, died in 
January 1942 alone.5 The harshness of this 



8 SPRING 2016 RICE HISTORICAL REVIEW                       9

winter, one of the coldest in memory for many 
diarists, was exacerbated by the German 
bombardments that had cut off power to the 
city in the fall. Though the siege continued 
until 1944, the majority of the damage and 
casualt ies occurred in the winter of 1941. 

     During the siege, the cit izens of Leningrad 
went to extreme measures to procure food for 
themselves and their families, frequently 
resort ing to crime and the bartering of valuable 
pre-war goods to obtain bread. The bread itself 
was frequently mixed with sawdust and other 
fi l lers because the blockade had created a 
major grain shortage in the area. People even 
resorted to boil ing belts and eat ing binding 
glue and other barely edible items to sat iate 
their hunger.6 The sight of dead bodies frozen 
in snow or corpses being dragged on children?s 
sleds became a common sight during the 
height of the winter of 1941. Inhabitants? 
contemporary diaries provide a vivid account 
of their daily struggle to survive on meager 
rat ions of food. In late November 1941 the Red 
Army, or Soviet ground troops, established an 
Ice Road across Lake Ladoga that served both 
as an evacuation route and a way to import 
supplies into the city. The route however was 
dangerous and inefficient because the German 
army frequently bombarded it  and transport 
condit ions were often terrible.7 After the 
winter, fewer Leningraders died of starvat ion, 
and rat ions became less restrict ive primarily 
due to collect ive gardening in residential areas 
and because there were fewer mouths to feed. 
The Red Army conducted various offensives 
throughout 1942 to break through the 
blockade, but its first  successful operat ion, 
Operat ion Iskra, did not occur unt il January 
1943. Even after the Red Army broke the 
blockade, constant shell ing from the German 
forces would continue unt il the Soviets 
permanently broke the blockade on January 27, 
1944.8 

Al though the siege 
dest royed any sense 
of normalcy for the 

ci t izens of Leningrad, the 
survivors held immense pr ide 
in thei r  abi l i ty to survive and 
preserve the spi r i t  of  thei r  
ci ty. 
     The cit izens of Leningrad met the beginning 
of the war in the summer of 1941 with a 
mixture of shock and intense patriot ism. A 
week after the war began Yura Riabinkin, a 
teenage diarist , wrote, ?[a]t  first  I felt  a certain 
sense of pride, then a wave of fear? the first  
eventually got the upper hand of the second.?9 

Georgi Kniazev, the Director of the Archives of 
the Academy of Sciences, wrote in July, ?[t ]his 
is my city?  can it  really be true that it  is 
threatened by the danger of an enemy 
occupation? No, no, no!?10 Kniazev?s 
observat ion is indicat ive of the greater 
sentiment shared amongst the Leningrad 
intell igentsia as well as the Soviet leaders in 
the Smolny, the communist headquarters in 
Leningrad. It  reflected the lack of preparedness 
for the imminent siege and blockade. If 
Kniazev heard rumors of Germany marching 
towards Leningrad with the intent to occupy, 
the policymakers in the Smolny must also have 
had intell igence on the Wehrmacht?s 
movements. However, Andrei Zhdanov, the 
communist boss of Leningrad, and his staff did 
not believe that the Nazis would ever make it  
to Leningrad.  Zhdanov had put responsibil ity 
for the defense of Leningrad on his own 
shoulders in August,11 mainly in response to 
the polit ical maneuvering occurring in the 
Kremlin in Moscow. Thus, Soviet leaders made 
mult iple mistakes that sparked distrust 
amongst the Leningraders. 

     One such mistake that proved to be fatal was 
the creat ion of the so-called People?s Levy. 
Immediately after the war began, the Soviet 

THE BLOCKADE OF LENINGRAD
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authorit ies called for cit izens to volunteer for 
military service. Officials ordered women and 
children to dig fort ificat ions along the Luga 
Line and trained men to fight in batt le. These 
troops, however, were vast ly underprepared 
and il l  equipped, result ing in large numbers of 
casualt ies among volunteer units. Of the plight 
of these volunteers, one diarist  wrote, ?[t ]he 
ent ire cream of our Leningrad youth suffered 
especially, forced to enlist  as volunteers and in 
civil ian battalions, driven to slaughter.?12 
American journalist  and author Harrison E. 
Salisbury wrote of the volunteer regiments, 
?[the] officers were no more experienced than 
the men.?13 This deadly mix of desperat ion and 
ineptitude did not engender support for the 
Soviet cause from the average Leningrader; 
instead, it  bred resentment among the 
populat ion once the blockade took its deadly 
toll. 

     By September 1941, Leningrad had become a 
dangerous place; German shell ing had become 
a common occurrence as the Wehrmacht began 
closing in on the blockade ring.  At first , the 
Leningraders failed to understand the gravity 
of their situat ion; the diarist  Elena Kochina 
wrote, ?[a]l l roads to Leningrad are cut off. Is 
something about to happen??14 One diarist  
noted that, ?Bread rat ions began to be cut on 
September 1,?15 while another recalled the 
bombing raids: ?Every t ime there was a 
bombing raid I expected to die.?16 While 
cit izens tried to adjust to l ife under siege, a 
dramatic polit ical war erupted between the 
Kremlin and the Smolny over who was at fault  
for the city?s lack of preparat ion. A telegraph 
from the Kremlin to Zhdanov read, ?[w]e are 
disgusted by your conduct. All you do is report 
the surrender of this or that place, without 
saying a word about how you plan to put a stop 
to all these losses?  Perhaps you have already 
decided to give up Leningrad??17 In late 
September, Moscow sent a document to the 
Smolny to prepare for the worst, instruct ing 
them ?to verify the matter of preparat ions for 
blowing up and destroying enterprises of 
important installat ions and bridges in 

Leningrad in the event of the forced retreat of 
our troops from the Leningrad area.?18 The 
public not iced these ult imately unnecessary 
contingency act ions and increasingly feared 
that the government would surrender the city 
to the Nazis.             Once the siege began, the 
Leningraders? att itudes towards Stalin and the 
U.S.S.R. became more apparent.  Many 
Leningraders, part icularly intellectuals and 
people whose family members Stalin had 
purged in the 1930s, became host ile towards 
Stalin and the Soviet Union. One diarist  wrote, 
?[a]s for Stalin, he has been grinding us to a 
pulp for the past twenty years. He detests 
Leningrad? no one here has known him or 
seen him since the Revolut ion.?19 After Stalin 
adopted the t it le of Marshal, a diarist  
commented, ?[a] man who possesses 
everything in the world?  st i l l  needed the t it le, 
the simple combination of sounds, the word 
?marshal,? an innocent acoustical 
window-dressing!?20 Another survivor recalled 
in an interview after the fall of the Soviet 
Union, ?[n]o one talked about the leaders?  Of 
course, the people didn?t l ike Zhdanov, because 
he was a ?fat cat,? the only fat cat we saw.?21 

Contrast ingly, many historians have noted that 
during and immediately following the siege, 
more pictures of the Leningrad communist 
leader Zhdanov were hung in cit izens? houses 
than those of Stalin or Lenin. St i l l , not all 
cit izens shared these negative descript ions. 
One survivor remembered: 

[We] fought for the Motherland?  but Soviet?  
we thought less about it?  Stalin, yes, but for 
the Soviet system?  Stalin commanded our 
armed forces?  in him we saw our eventual 
victory?  we thought he knew everything in his 
head?  we believed in him like a God. But, 
whether we were defending Socialism I 
personally was not thinking about that.22 

While the diarists held varying opinions of 
Stalin, they were united behind a strong 
devotion to the city of Leningrad. The people 
of Leningrad felt  much pride for their city with 
a great appreciat ion for its immense beauty. 

           DANE BURROUGH
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Christ ina Hahn, 2016

     Soviet leaders pounced on this sense of 
perceived heroism. Propaganda posters urged 
Leningraders to remain strong, conserve their 
food, and continue fight ing for the Motherland. 
The propaganda posters worked. As one 
survivor recalled, ?[p]eople were absolutely 
unprepared for war, because our communist 
propaganda?  was st i l l  effect ive. It  worked. 
Mass propaganda always reaches the people 
quickly and spreads quickly among them. And 
people were so patriot ic.?26 In contrast, 
Kochina noted, ?[t ]he hurricane of war has torn 
off these rags: now everyone has become what 
he was in fact, and not what he wanted to 
seem. Many have turned out to be pit iful 
cowards and scoundrels.?27 Kniazev seemed 
perplexed by his fellow cit izens? heroic 
portrayal. In the fall of 1941 he wrote, ?[w]e are 
very ordinary people, nothing at all 
remarkable, and I have nothing that is in any 
way heroic to record.?28 Although both 

Kniazev captured this feeling when he wrote, 
?[i]f  things turn out badly, it  would be better to 
die here, somewhere along the embankment or 
in the deep waters of the Neva?  But our 
city? and I firmly believe this? will never fall 
into the hands of the enemy!?23 In a later entry 
Kniazev wrote, ?[t ]he ring can only be broken 
from the outside, and if this does not happen, 
then the only thing left  wil l be to die, 
defending our nat ive city.?24 Even during the 
first  siege winter, Leningraders were st i l l  
ferociously proud of their city?s independence, 
history, culture and art. 

Riabinkin wrote, ?[o]ur dead bodies wil l rot, our 
bones will crumble to dust, but Leningrad will 
stand on the banks of the Neva for all eternity, 
proud and invincible.?25 Remarkably, the 
diarists rarely extol the virtues of the Soviet 
Union in the same way or even mention the 
Soviet Union at all. Their pride was for 
Leningrad alone. 

THE BLOCKADE OF LENINGRAD
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statements were penned before the blockade 
winter, they are st i l l  indicat ive of Leningraders? 
general mood. To them, days were not about 
committ ing heroic acts to save the Soviet 
Union, but rather about surviving another day 
and gaining a sense of normalcy amongst the 
rapidly deteriorat ing condit ions. Writ ing in 
March of 1942, after the worst of the winter 
season, one diarist  noted that the idealized 
Soviet acts of heroism were coupled with, ?How 
often have they demonstrated brutality, 
cruelty, often completely unnecessary and 
senseless. And how much deception and 
baseness!?29 This recollect ion i l lustrates the 
terrible circumstances Leningraders endured in 
the winter of 1941. Another diarist  wrote, 
?[o]rdinary people simply reeked of Soviet 
heroism, a heroism simply impersonal?  
Everything living, everything truthful was 
inadmissible. Uncensored tragedy wafted 
through several l ives.?30 These are not the 
sentiments of Soviet patriots as they were 
portrayed by Stalin?s propaganda. Rather, they 
are the sentiments of people bit ter about their 
terrible experiences and frustrated at their 
inabil ity to share those experiences with the 
outside world. The authorit ies exploited their 
people?s deprivat ion and hunger to further the 
causes of Soviet unity and victory.  As the siege 
progressed into a blockade, it  became clear to 
Leningraders that the daily bombings were a 
lesser cause for concern than the leaders? 
ineptitude. Historian Anna Reid comments: 
?Failure to lay in adequate stores of food and 
fuel before the siege ring closed was due to the 
same lethal mixture of denial, disorganizat ion 
and carelessness of human life as the failure to 
evacuate the surplus civil ian populat ion.?31 
Some of this incompetence stemmed from the 
siege of Moscow and Stalin?s perceived 
indifference towards Leningrad. The Kremlin 
was far more concerned with the situat ion 
around Moscow than they were about food 
shortages in Leningrad.32 By October, rat ioning 
had become more severe and cit izens were 
start ing to feel the effects of food deprivat ion, 
yet they maintained their patriot ic zeal for the 

Soviet Union. Kniazev wrote in November of 
1941, ?Leningrad must defend itself, whatever 
the outcomes might be. There can be no talk of 
surrender! We must bear all the burdens and 
ordeals that have fallen to our lot, including 
hunger.?33  The feelings of Kniazev and his 
fellow patriots, however, were not 
representat ive of the majority of the 
populat ion. Many others became despondent 
and unable to think of anything but food. 
Riabinkin wrote in late October that, ?[t ]o 
remain in Leningrad from now on is a sentence 
of death.?34  

For most  ci t izens, 
basic human needs 
t rumped wart ime
                 pat r iot ism. 

    The hunger that the blockade brought to 
Leningrad dampened the wave of loyalty 
among the city?s cit izens. For many, the food 
shortages served to crystall ize their feelings 
about the Soviet Union as a whole; for some, 
hunger created feelings of despondency. To 
demonstrate their unrest, several resorted to 
act ivit ies that were ant i-Soviet in theory: crime 
and religion. Nevertheless for most of the 
cit izens trapped in the city, the blockade meant 
they only thought of food. Kachina wrote, ?I 
dreamed that large white rabbits with eyes like 
cranberries had gotten caught in the 
mousetraps. I woke up and rushed to the traps. 
They were empty! ... All the mice had evidently 
died off long ago.?35 Riabinkin wrote, ?I have 
absolutely no desire to study at all. The only 
thoughts occupying my head are ones about 
food and about the bombing and shell ing.?36 
The hunger made Leningraders indifferent to 
everything, including each other. It  destroyed 
personal relat ionships and caused people to 
betray their closest friends and family 
members. These act ions were characterist ic not 
of heroism but of people desperate to survive. 

     Crime became rampant during the winter, as 
people were increasingly wil l ing to do anything 

           DANE BURROUGH
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to survive. First-hand accounts of crime 
frequently went unpublished or were censored 
out of published accounts because they 
contradicted the heroic narrat ive of the 
blockade that the Soviet government wished to 
promote. The crimes that Leningraders 
committed range from the macabre, such as 
the widespread recollect ions of cannibalism, to 
the sad, l ike the crimes committed by Kochina?s 
starving husband Dima. Kochina?s relat ionship 
with her husband tragically suffered as a result  
of the rampant hunger. The couple bickered 
frequently over food and came to resent each 
other. Kochina?s first  run-in with crime 
occurred when one of the many trade school 
boys roaming the streets in search of food stole 
her daily rat ion of bread.37 She was extremely 
unhappy when, in late December, her husband 
turned to stealing bread with the sharpened 
end of a cane. After a woman caught Kochina?s 
husband stealing, the woman demanded from 
him half of the bread, ??grabbed the bread?  
and began to cram it  greedily into her mouth. 
Then he sat down beside her and ate his half. 
Thus they sat and ate, now and then cursing 
one another, unt i l they?d eaten all the bread.?38 
Despite the shame this brought her, she also 
attempted to just ify his act ions, ?Well after all, 
the salespeople really are robbing us blind. In 
return they have everything they want. Almost 
all of them, without shame at all, wear gold and 
expensive furs.?39 Kochina was not alone in 
witnessing or detail ing the increase in crime. 
One diarist  writes, ?I myself was a witness 
when a teenager tore a piece of bread from the 
hands of a weakened old woman, quickly 
shoved it  into his mouth, and then fell onto the 
floor with his face to the ground and started to 
chew it  feverishly.?40 Crimes committed for 
food ran rampant in Leningrad during the 
blockade. The accounts, however, were 
frequently suppressed because they did not 
portray the heroism that Stalin wished to 
promote. The ideal of selflessness was 
paramount and extolled as a virtue; fulfi l l ing 
basic human needs did not stoke the Soviet 
propaganda in the same way. 

     The most infamous of the crimes committed 
during the siege winter, and therefore the most 
censored in Soviet accounts, was cannibalism. 
Harrison Salisbury was the first  historian to 
discuss at length the rumors of cannibalism 
that had escaped the censors. He recounts the 
story of a young man who was lured into an 
abandoned building to exchange bread for 
boots, but when he finally got there he realized 
that the man was a member of a cannibal 
collect ive and had brought him there to eat 
him.41 Reid discredits this part icular story, but 
historians have unearthed proof of cannibalism 
in besieged Leningrad following the release of 
Soviet police records in 2004. For the survivors 
of the siege winter, cannibalism became the 
subject of countless rumors. The acclaimed 
Soviet poet Olga Berggolts recorded what one 
friend told her about a cannibal couple who 
first  ate the small corpse of their child and 
then entrapped three more children to eat as 
well.42 According to Reid?s police records, 
around 2,000 people had been arrested by June 
of 1942 for either cannibalism or 
corpse-eating.43 The authorit ies? desperate 
attempts to quash these rumors indicate that 
Soviet policymakers viewed rumors of 
cannibalism as incompatible with their greater 
heroic narrat ive about the siege survivors. 
Crime driven by hunger accompanied 
Leningraders? increasing numbness towards 
death and dying. Kochina wrote, ?[d]eath is not 
a casual visitor now. People have gotten used 
to it . It?s constant ly hanging around among the 
living.?44 Kniazev wrote, ?[e]ach of us can hear 
the swish of the scythe?45 and that ?[i]t  is 
difficult  to die, but it  is extremely hard to be 
dying.?46 In addit ion, hunger turned people 
into single-minded beings. One diarist  
commented, ?excruciat ing hunger forces a 
person to think and talk only about one 
thing? about food.?47 These reflect ions and 
diary entries all i l lustrate that hunger did not 
cause the cit izens of Leningrad to act more 
patriot ically; rather, it  served to evaporate 
much of the patriot ism that had arisen 
immediately after the war began. People had 
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lit t le t ime for ideology when they were worried 
about survival. The realit ies of under-siege 
Leningrad, part ly a consequence of poor 
pre-siege planning, contradicted the Soviet 
assert ion that people were starving as part of 
the patriot ic struggle. 

     The increased pract ice of religion also 
direct ly counteracted the process of 
Soviet izat ion. One survivor interviewed in the 
early 2000s claimed that ?along with bread the 
only other valuable commodity she recalled 
was the religious icon.?48 Riabikin addressed 
the intangible side of religiosity during the 
blockade writ ing, ?[o]nly God, if such exists, 
can give us deliverance.?49 He also noted that 
his mother remarked, 

 "[a]l l  my hope now 
is in God. Here I  am, 
a Communist  Party 

member, but  I  bel ieve in 
God.?50 Religious life remained a private 

matter during the blockade, as the NKVD or 
Soviet secret police, continued to crack down 
on religious assemblies. But more and more 
people turned to religion as a way of consoling 
themselves as their situat ions became 
untenable. Once again, the Stalinist censors 
were quick to eliminate any pro-religious 
comments or discussions of God in the 
accounts they allowed published. 

     As Leningraders emerged from the siege 
winter of 1941, the worst was behind them. 
People?s allotted rat ions grew because many 
had either died or escaped on the Ice Road, 
which evacuated around 500,000 people in four 
months.51 Because of this mass death and 
displacement, many of the diaries did not 
continue past the spring of 1942, making it  
increasingly difficult  to accurately gauge the 
thoughts of the Leningraders. However, 
Kniazev?s diary includes a tell ing late entry 
regarding a poster that withstood the winter: 
The Leningraders have stood by their city. In a 
few years? t ime? 50 to 100 years, say? this 

poster wil l be the pride of some museum. 
Those who come after us wil l bow their heads 
before it . This tattered sheet, carefully 
preserved, wil l tell the story of what Leningrad 
went through better than hundreds of pages of 
print.52 His diary serves as one of the great 
reminders of the fierce pride in Leningrad 
many cit izens had. A woman interviewed after 
the collapse of the Soviet Union described the 
aftermath of the siege: ?[a]nd then the victory. 
This was also a tragic moment. For when those 
salutes of arms began, everyone was already so 
worn out they took them to be a rout ine attack 
on the city.?53 One diarist  writ ing about the 
end of the siege commented, ?[o]ur l ife must 
now change, Leningraders have to begin to l ive 
in a completely different way. I don?t know 
what it  wil l be, but it  wil l be completely 
different!?54 Vera Inber, a poet and one of the 
few diarists who continued to write through 
the spring of 1942, described the end of the 
siege as, ?[t ]he greatest event in the l ife of 
Leningrad?  Here words fail me.?55 
Interest ingly, Inber was not a nat ive 
Leningrader and had only arrived in the city at 
the beginning of the war, yet the experiences of 
the blockade bound all of the so-called 
blokadniki to one another. During and after the 
blockade, the NKVD and the Kremlin did not 
endear themselves to the average Leningrader. 
Reid explained that there was no revolt  within 
the city because ?[t ]his was in part a case of 
better the devil you know.?56 The NKVD stayed 
act ive during the siege to suppress any 
ant i-Soviet thought. One historian writes of 
the act ions of the NKVD and other Stalinist 
forces during the blockade: ?Leningraders 
suffered? but not in the name of a good cause, 
and no more than under the allegedly ordinary 
circumstances of Stalinist peacetime.?57 The 
historiography of the Siege of Leningrad and 
validity of the primary sources are of interest 
in discussing the mixed results of the 
Soviet izat ion of the cit izenry of Leningrad. 
Even today, Russians are fascinated by the 
experiences of the blokadniki. One commenter 
notes that when the topic is discussed in 
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modern Russia, ?[t ]he issue of ideology 
remains a thorny topic in siege discourse. 
Interest ingly, ideology is rarely if ever 
discussed in contemporary siege test imonies 
published in Russian newspapers and 
journals.?58 Moreover, people who were 
children during the blockade and did not l ive 
through the Stalinist purges of the 1930s 
account for many of the contemporary 
accounts of the blockade. This fact may explain 
the pro-Stalinist sentiments expressed by some 
of the surviving blokadniki. The negative 
accounts, however, may have been influenced 
by the ant i-Soviet feelings that emerged from 
the 1980s. Kirschenbaum notes that accounts 
from the 1980s and ?90s, ?[b]ecame a heroic 
defense of the ideals and tradit ions of St. 
Petersburg? Leningrad, rather than those of 
the Soviet state.?59 However, this does not 
undermine the validity of these new sources, 
but rather provides more nuance and balance 
to the preexist ing narrat ive of the blockade.  
This new historical approach to the 
experiences of the cit izens during the blockade 
demonstrates that the nature of the 
experiences did not conform to the dominant 
narrat ive about the blockade constructed by 
the Soviet authorit ies.
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Ext irpat ing the 
Loathsome Smallpox:
A Study in the History and 
Demise of   Smallpox, as Aided 
by Thomas Jef ferson
Anna Durham

Abst ract : This essay explores the history of smallpox 
variolation and vaccination with particular emphasis on the 
contributions of Thomas Jefferson to the spread of both 
methods in the United States. The research draws mainly 
upon contemporary histories of the disease and modern 
medical insights, as well as primary sources in the form 
correspondence between Thomas Jefferson and his 
contemporaries. Jefferson?s motivation in performing his own 
experiments with variolation and vaccination becomes clear 
when considering his Eastern and British forerunners, and 
the enthusiasm with which he writes on the subject points to 
his emotional involvement. This research makes clear the 
significance of Jefferson?s experiments to scientific progress 
and the importance of his efforts to alert the American 
people of the procedures? value. 

     ?Future nat ions will know by history only 
that the loathsome smallpox [sic] has existed 
and by you has been ext irpated,? Thomas 
Jefferson wrote in 1806, closing a letter to the 
revolut ionary physician Edward Jenner.1 That 
Jefferson?s proclamation rings true is surely a 
testament to the efforts of Jenner, whom 
Jefferson praises, but also to the efforts of 
Jefferson himself. After millennia of 
destruct ion without regard to class or motive, 
the ext irpat ion of naturally occurring smallpox 
epidemics began just before Jefferson?s lifet ime 
and became increasingly more efficient in the 
late eighteenth century, supported by his own 
efforts. The history of smallpox is a rich and 
devastat ing one, dat ing back beyond recorded 
history and continuing into the present day. 
This essay will t race that history, from some of 
the first  instances of the virus in Europe and 
the New World through the Western 
?discovery? of variolat ion and vaccinat ion in 
the eighteenth century. In part icular, the 

virus?s effects in the l ifet ime of the late Thomas 
Jefferson, and his efforts in combatt ing it  
through the adoption and promotion of 
inoculat ion, are of part icular interest when 
examining the rise and decline of smallpox 
itself. Jefferson?s contribut ions to the health and 
welfare of mankind through his treatment of 
smallpox variolat ion and later vaccinat ion are 
often overlooked by today?s public, but it  is clear 
to those who study this history that this swift  
and almost miraculous medical progress could 
not have occurred, or would at least have been 
greatly retarded, without the support of 
Jefferson. 

      Smallpox, identified as the two virus variants 
Variola major and Variola minor by modern 
scient ists, is a highly contagious disease with 
devastat ing physiological effects. It  is spread 
through close contact in several ways. The most 
common method occurs when the virions in the 
infected person?s mouth ulcers are expelled in 
sneezes or coughs, so that the healthy person 
inhales them and becomes infected as well. 
Smallpox may also be spread through physical 
contact with the clothing, bedding, or skin of a 
diseased individual whose sores have burst or 
become pierced by some other means. After an 
incubation period of one to three weeks, the 
virus begins to present itself in the form of a 
high fever accompanied by vomit ing and pain in 
the l imbs and abdomen. Just three days after the 
onset of these init ial symptoms come the 
reddish spots, which develop into the 
characterist ic smallpox rash as i l lustrated in the 
artwork and literature of countless cultures 
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throughout the centuries. Those reddish spots 
develop into fluid-fi l led vesicles that become 
opaque and begin to scab. In those who survive 
smallpox, most of the scabs are gone from the 
body (with the exception of the palms of the 
hands and the soles of the feet, which take 
longer to heal) after four weeks from the first  
observed symptom. In the place of those scabs 
are deep, depigmented scars that force 
survivors to bear the pocked appearance of the 
disease for the rest of their l ives, and its high 
fevers commonly resulted in neurological 
damage or blindness, part icularly in the very 
young.2

      Those scarred individuals, however, were 
the lucky ones. The general mortality rate of 
the disease ranged between twenty and sixty 
percent, but for the weak, especially children, 
this mortality rate was much higher, at eighty 
percent of cases or higher result ing in death. 
Since its first  occurrence in 10,000 B.C. in 
Northeastern Africa, smallpox has swept across 
the world from its origin to India and then 
Europe, spreading through trade, migrat ion, 
and other contact across cultures, unt il i ts 
reach became global. Smallpox is at least part ly 
responsible for several of history?s most 
dramatic events. The Roman Empire first  began 
to fall in 180 A.D. as smallpox ravaged Roman 
troops on their return home from the Middle 
East, kil l ing between three-and-a-half and 
seven mill ion people in what became known as 
the Plague of Galen. Mexico?s populat ion 
decreased dramatically from twenty-five 
mill ion to fewer than two mill ion between 1518 
and 1620 after Spanish and Portuguese 
conquistadors brought with their colonial 
ambit ions and violence the deadly disease. 

As a biological  
terror, smal lpox 

made no dist inct ion 
between r ich and poor, 

powerful  and weak. 
It  is responsible for the death of governmental 

figures from Marcus Aurelius to King Louis XV 
of France, as well as countless cit izens. In the 
late 1700s, for example, over four hundred 
thousand Europeans died annually of the 
disease and its complicat ions.3

     How, then, were vict ims of smallpox treated, 
and what steps were taken to prevent the 
spread of the disease? For most of the Western 
world through the late eighteenth century, 
these were quest ions that had yet to be 
answered. Even today there exists no cure for 
smallpox, and treatment even in the twentieth 
century focused on addressing individual 
symptoms, such as fever and dehydrat ion, 
rather than the virus itself.4 For Europeans and 
European-Americans in the New World, 
smallpox was an enigmatic kil ler, unavoidable 
and insurmountable. That survivors of 
smallpox would not fall vict im to the disease 
once again was obvious, but Europeans unt il 
the eighteenth century had no not ion of how to 
use this knowledge to their advantage; 
encouraging an individual to develop a full 
case of smallpox so that they might avoid it  in 
the future is an il logical idea. In the Eastern 
world, however, physicians and early scient ists 
understood that one might cause a deliberate, 
milder viral infect ion that nevertheless confers 
immunity to the individual. This process, called 
variolat ion after the virus Variola, was a form 
of inoculat ion pract iced for centuries in China, 
Africa, and the Ottoman Empire before 
Europeans gained the same knowledge through 
contact with those cultures.5 

     As Europeans started traveling to these 
eastern regions, part icularly Turkey, in the 
early eighteenth century, reports of this 
curious pract ice trickled into their mother 
countries. These early reports, such as those 
given in 1714 by Emanuele Timoni and 1716 by 
Giacomo Pilarino to the Royal Society of 
London, however, did l it t le to influence 
European physicians of the t ime, who were 
reluctant to experiment with Eastern medicine 
and especially with such a devastat ing disease 
as smallpox. Just a few years later in 1718, an 
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English aristocrat named Lady Mary Wort ley 
Montagu, wife to the Brit ish ambassador to the 
Sublime Porte in Turkey, observed the Turkish 
pract ice of variolat ion and demanded that her 
own son be inoculated by the embassy surgeon. 
When she returned to England in 1721, she had 
her daughter inoculated as well? this t ime in 
the presence of the Brit ish court physicians 
and the president of the Royal Society, the 
result  of both her close connection with the 
premier court physician Charles Mait land and 
her own reputat ion as a knowledgeable 
?witness to the Orient.?6 This was the first  
variolat ion performed in England and its 
prominence and success led the Brit ish 
monarchy to authorize trials by Dr. Mait land. 
His trials were cert ified a success by the Royal 
Society and the College of Physicians, and 
knowledge of variolat ion spread generally 
throughout England by 1722.7 Around the 
same t ime, across the ocean in America , 
another individual was discovering the value of 
inoculat ion in preserving the health of large 
populat ions. Cotton Mather, well known in 
American history as a Puritan minister and for 
his support of the Salem witch trials, was also 
responsible for quantifying? and thus 
rendering more acceptable? the effect iveness 
of variolat ion in the New World. Like Timoni 
and Pilarino, Mather wrote to the Royal Society 
of London about the Eastern pract ice of 
variolat ion. However, his 1716 letter was not 
the result  of travel to the East, but rather a 
conversat ion with ?[his] Negro-Man Onesimus, 
who is a pretty Intell igent Fellow.? Onesimus, 
an African slave purchased for Mather by his 
congregation in 1706, had shown Mather a 
peculiar scar on his arm. Onesimus explained 
that this scar was the result  of undergoing 
variolat ion while st i l l  in Africa. Mather?s letter 
noted that while the inoculat ion gave 
Onesimus ?something of ye Smallpox,? the 
result  was that the slave was ?forever 
preserved? from gett ing the disease again.8 Just 
five years after Mather sent this letter, a 
smallpox epidemic overtook Boston, kil l ing 
almost nine hundred people by the year?s end.9

With the knowledge that variolat ion had 
protected Onesimus from further bouts of 
smallpox and news of Lady Montagu?s success 
in England, Mather attempted to provide that 
same protect ion to the rest of the 
Massachusetts colony. At the t ime of the 1721 
outbreak, Mather called upon every doctor in 
Boston to perform variolat ion on the colonists 
to protect the city from further harm, but 
prejudices ult imately prevented widespread 
use of the procedure. Because Mather?s 
knowledge came primarily from a slave, and 
because pract ice of the procedure was done 
only in Eastern, non-Christ ian countries, all 
but one of the Boston doctors resisted the 
experiment? much as the conservat ive English 
doctors had done around the same t ime. 

     The one doctor that took Mather?s risk, 
however, contributed much to making 
inoculat ion widespread throughout the 
colonies. Dr. Zabdiel Boylston inoculated 244 
individuals with smallpox, only 6 of whom 
died. This mortality rate of two and a half 
percent, compared with the mortality rate of 
colonists who did not undergo variolat ion at 
fourteen percent, demonstrated the 
effect iveness of variolat ion. 

     Further, the careful records of Mather and 
Boylston quantified this effect iveness, 
providing hard evidence that opposed Western 
prejudices against the procedure. As smallpox 
outbreaks occurred in areas throughout the 
colonies, more and more doctors trusted the 
evidence of the 1721 Boston outbreak. As their 
successes mirrored Boylston?s, variolat ion 
became widespread throughout the colonies, 
though it  was not universally accepted.10 Born 
in Virginia on April 13, 1743, Thomas Jefferson 
reached maturity in the midst of these 
smallpox outbreaks and debates over 
variolat ion.  Jefferson was a bril l iant man, well 
educated in an incredible number of topics, 
with interests ranging from gardening to 
polit ics. Jefferson?s education, though he did 
briefly attend the College of Will iam and Mary, 
was primarily conducted of his own volit ion, 
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through correspondence with the experts of his 
t ime in every conceivable field. Jefferson 
certainly tried to sat iate his thirst for 
knowledge throughout his l ifet ime, keeping 
constant ly abreast of technological and 
scient ific progress in a wide variety of fields, 
including medicine, even from a young age.11  
Not every doctor was as proact ive in 
discovering and analyzing medical advances; 
indeed, most of the doctors during Jefferson?s 
lifet ime, and part icularly his youth, were of the 
same sort as the conservat ives in England and 
in Boston who were reluctant to take risks with 
their pat ient?s health on new ideas. Jefferson 
often expressed a preference for 
self- treatment, generally preferring to call a 
doctor only ?when he felt  he was suffering 
more than a common il lness.?12 Indeed, in 1799 
Jefferson wrote to friend Will iam Green 
Munford that the ?state of medicine is worse 
than that of total ignorance.? 

     ?It  was not, [Jefferson] was wont to observe, 
to physic that I object so much as to 
physicians,?13 explained Jefferson?s friend and 
original University of Virginia faculty member, 
Dr. Robley Dunglison in his Personal 
Memoranda. This observat ion is perhaps the 
best way to understand Jefferson?s approach to 
eighteenth- and nineteenth-century medicine. 
He trusted absolutely that which he 
understood and saw evidence for (physic), 
though he did not place blind trust into the 
pract it ioners of medicine themselves 
(physicians). It  was a testament to the 
scient ific validity of a new medical procedure, 
therefore, when Jefferson did put his trust into 
the operat ion. One such procedure that proved 
rat ional and quantified enough to pass 
Jefferson?s scrut iny was variolat ion. Though 
variolat ion was well known throughout the 
colonies by the t ime Jefferson reached 
maturity, it  was not universally accepted, and 
brought with it  some considerable risk. 
Jefferson?s decision to undergo the procedure 
was a bold one, putt ing his health at risk based 
solely on his faith in science and medicine. 

     In 1766, roughly forty years after the efforts 
of Lady Montagu, Onesimus, and Mathers 
brought variolat ion into prominence in the 
Western world, Jefferson himself experienced 
variolat ion. Because of Virginia?s strict  laws 
governing the pract ice, Jefferson took his first  
ever trip out of the Virginia colony and 
traveled alone to Philadelphia, where he was 
meant to meet his close friend, Frank Will is.14 
There, Jefferson underwent the variolat ion 
procedure performed by prominent doctor 
Will iam Shippen, Jr.15 

Jefferson?s t rust  in 
the procedure is 

incredible not  only 
when consider ing his 

skept icism of the state of 
medicine, but  also when 

consider ing the procedure 
i t sel f. 

     Variolat ion, as a form of inoculat ion that 
uses the smallpox virus itself, is incredibly 
dangerous when compared with the future 
method of vaccinat ion, another form of 
inoculat ion that did not use the actual 
smallpox virus. Inoculat ion took advantage of 
the fluid-fi l led vesicles symbolic of a smallpox 
infect ion, using that virus-containing fluid to 
soak a thread or thin piece of cloth so that the 
thread becomes impregnated with a weak 
version of the virus itself. Allowed to dry for at 
least twenty-four hours before use, the thread 
itself could be preserved for months before its 
use in variolat ion. To inoculate an individual, a 
physician would make small incision normally 
on the arm, just deep enough to expose the 
blood. A physician would place the smallpox 
soaked thread into the incision site, then cover 
the wound for at least a day with cloth or 
plaster.  In the most successful cases, the 
inoculated person would develop a mild case of 
smallpox and subsequently be kept 
quarantined, cared for only by those previously 
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infected or inoculated.16 Dr. Shippen?s 
inoculat ion of Jefferson was one of these 
successful cases, producing a mild bout of 
smallpox in Jefferson and granting him lifelong 
immunity.17 This personal experience with 
smallpox inoculat ion  proved influential 
through Jefferson?s life, as he defended the 
pract ice, applied it  to his own family, and 
looked towards its improvements with hope 
and confidence. 

     The value of inoculat ion in securing 
Jefferson?s health was not lost on him, and he 
felt  strongly that consenting individuals ought 
to be able to undergo this procedure just as he 
had. These convict ions led Jefferson, while he 
was st i l l  pract icing law, to take on a 
controversial legal case in Norfolk, Virginia in 
1769.18 Restrict ive Virginia laws, founded in 
fear and ignorance of  the process of 
variolat ion, encouraged the public?s beliefs 
that inoculat ion was dangerous. These fears 
were taken to a violent extreme in 1768, when 
several angry cit izens of Norfolk formed a mob 
and rioted against a local doctor who 
performed inoculat ions, burning his house 
down.19 Jefferson took on the duty of defending 
the doctor, Dr. Archibald Campbell, 
representing not only the vict im but in effect 
?the side of science and modern medicine.?20 
Though he lost the case, Jefferson continued to 
defend the right of doctors and their 
consenting pat ients to pract ice inoculat ion as 
he served on the Virginia General Assembly. As 
a legislator, Jefferson and other assemblymen 
worked to repeal at least parts of the Act of 
1769, which effect ively out lawed any 
variolat ion procedure by prohibit ing the 
import of ?any variolous or infect ious matter? 
to be used in inoculat ion.21 These efforts 
culminated in the Virginia General Assembly?s 
?Bill concerning Inoculat ion for Smallpox,? 
presented in 1777. While the extent to which 
Jefferson was involved in the formation of this 
bil l is unknown, its character and phrasing 
bears an unmistakable resemblance to other 
Jeffersonian documents test ifying to the rights 
of man to progress, such as the Declarat ion of 

Independence. In part, the 1777 bil l reads, ?it  
hath been proved by incontestable experience 
that the late discovery?s [sic] and 
Improvements therein [i.e., variolat ion] have 
produced great Benefits to Mankind.?22 One 
wonders if the ?incontestable experience? to 
which the bil l refers is, at least in part, 
Jefferson?s own. 

     The value of inoculat ion was quickly 
becoming clear to the colonists, part icularly 
those elite and influential colonists that we 
today refer to as ?founding fathers.? Indeed, 
the disease itself played an important part in 
the American Revolut ion. Given the usage of 
smallpox blankets to deliberately infect the 
Ottawa Indians by Brit ish troops during the 
French and Indian wars, Revolut ionary leaders 
feared and even expected to be treated the 
same way.23 Their fears were not unfounded; in 
1775 and 1776, as the Brit ish lay siege to 
Boston, a smallpox outbreak occurred within 
the city. There is no evidence that the Brit ish 
caused this outbreak, but they exploited the 
opportunity, allowing? or forcing? some of the 
infected individuals to leave the city so that 
the disease might spread. Washington, all too 
aware of the contagion and dangers of 
smallpox (he himself had suffered a bout while 
in his teens) did not allow any of his troops to 
make contact with the infected individuals and 
quarantined all those who showed any 
symptoms that could be smallpox-related.24 In 
response, Congress created a 1776 
invest igat ing committee on which Thomas 
Jefferson served. Jefferson?s committee 
interviewed several individuals, one of whom 
claimed that ?the small pox was sent out of 
Quebeck by Carleton? for the purpose of giving 
it  to our army.?25 

     Convinced by Jefferson?s invest igat ing 
congressional committee that the threat of 
biological warfare was real, Washington 
considered his opt ions. Jefferson and other 
influential figures in the American Revolut ion, 
such as John Adams who was inoculated in 
1764, encouraged the use of inoculat ions for 
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family and household, beginning with a 
decision to inoculate his slave, James Hemings, 
against smallpox in 1775.28 Jefferson then 
requested that his wife, Martha, accompany 
him to Philadelphia to be inoculated in 177629 
Martha, however, was unable to make the trip. 
Two years later, another of Jefferson?s slaves, 
Bob Hemings, was inoculated successfully as 
well.30 After Martha?s death on September 6, 
1782, which devastated her overworked 
husband, Jefferson mourned so deeply that 
friends and acquaintances took not ice. Perhaps 
afraid of losing his daughters as well, Jefferson, 
only two months after Martha?s death, traveled 
with them to Chesterfield County. There, they 
stayed with family friend Archibald Cary while 
Jefferson had his daughters and some of Cary?s 
family inoculated; Jefferson himself, already 
immune, served as their nurse. James Madison, 
who took note of Jefferson?s grief and 
suspected that going abroad would help him 
heal, asked Jefferson for a second t ime to be 
the United States? negotiator of peace to 
France.31 Jefferson accepted, and once again 

everyone. Indeed, in 1776 Adams demanded 
that his wife and children be inoculated as the 
outbreak occurred in Boston.26 While 
Washington trusted his fellow Revolut ionary 
leaders and noted that smallpox was 
responsible for several of his military retreats 
and losses, he was reluctant to perform any 
kind of mass inoculat ion of his soldiers. 
Variolat ion, after all, confers a mild case of 
smallpox, but it  is a case of smallpox 
nonetheless, and Washington feared large 
numbers of his soldiers would be rendered 
incapable of fight ing. Nevertheless, he 
eventually realized the value of inoculat ion 
and began a campaign in which all new soldiers 
would be inoculated, gradually creat ing a 
smallpox-immune army that was up to Brit ish 
attacks.27 

     Smallpox continued to ravage the continent 
wherever outbreaks occurred even after the 
thirteen colonies became the United States, 
and thus st i l l  weighed heavily on Jefferson?s 
mind. Jefferson seems to have become 
increasingly concerned for the health of his 
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demonstrated confidence in the power of 
inoculat ion in 1787: when he knew that a third 
slave, Sally Hemings, would accompany his 
daughter Polly on her trip to his home in Paris, 
he ordered that Sally, l ike the rest of his 
household, be inoculated, so as to prevent the 
introduct ion of smallpox into his Parisian 
home.32 

     Twelve years after Jefferson required Sally 
Hemings to be variolated with the smallpox 
virus? until then, the only method of 
inoculat ion of which to speak? English 
physician Dr. Edward Jenner made a 
groundbreaking discovery. After years of 
fascinat ion with the common lore that 
milkmaids, who often contracted cowpox, could 
not contract smallpox, Jenner came upon an 
opportunity to test that theory. In May 1796, 
milkmaid Sarah Nelmes became infected with 
cowpox and developed characterist ic cowpox 
vesicles. Using the same method of inoculat ion 
as variolat ion, Jenner ran a thread through one 
of Nelmes?s vesicles and used it  to inoculate 
James Phipps, an otherwise healthy child. To 
test Phipps?s immunity against smallpox, 
Jenner performed a variolat ion on the boy just 
six weeks later; instead of developing a mild 
case of smallpox, as a variolated individual is 
wont to do, Phipps remained healthy and 
uninfected. When Jenner repeated the 
variolat ion months later and again produced 
no infect ion, he excitedly wrote to the Royal 
Society, expressing his discovery in hopes of 
finding support. Instead, he was met with 
disbelief, crit icism, and even threats; told ?not 
[to] promulgate such a wild idea,? Jenner 
nevertheless decided to self-publish his 
findings.33 Instrumental in bringing those 
findings to prominence in America, and 
especially to the eyes of Thomas Jefferson, was 
Rhode Island doctor Benjamin Waterhouse.34 

     Waterhouse encountered Jenner?s 
self-published art icle and was immediately 
taken with the idea. Variolat ion, while st i l l  
preferable to contract ing smallpox in the 
natural way, came with serious risks. Between 

two and three percent of variolat ions were 
unsuccessful, result ing in the death of the 
variolated individual, the deaths of those 
tending the variolated individual (or even a 
new outbreak), or the development of other 
i l lnesses that were present in the individual 
from whom the variolat ion thread came. 

Whi le vaccinat ion, 
or the use of the 
cowpox vaccine 

rather than the smal lpox 
vaccine in inoculat ion, did 

not  prevent  the r isk of 
cont ract ing unintended 

i l lnesses from the donor, i t  
did el iminate the r isk of 

death and epidemic. 
Cowpox was a much milder disease, even less 
l ikely to harm through inoculat ion than in its 
natural state.35 Convinced by Jenner?s art icle, 
Waterhouse vaccinated his own family in July 
1800, then confidently exposed them both to 
variolat ion and patients with smallpox to 
demonstrate the vaccine?s effect iveness. 
Waterhouse?s efforts provoked a storm of 
controversy in his day, but he was nevertheless 
anxious to spread Jenner?s new discovery 
throughout his own country. To do so, 
Waterhouse went to the very top, writ ing to 
then-president John Adams in 1800. When 
Adams?s response was not enthusiast ic, 
Waterhouse turned to the next best thing: vice 
president Thomas Jefferson.36

     In his December 1 letter to Jefferson, 
Waterhouse enclosed Jenner?s pamphlet on 
vaccinat ion with cowpox (commonly referred 
to as ?kinepox,? ?kine-pock,? and the like). 
Jefferson, who received Waterhouse?s letter on 
Christmas Eve, was apparently fascinated, for 
he read the pamphlet and drafted his reply to 
be sent on Christmas day.37 Thus began what 
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would be a long and fruit ful correspondence 
between Jefferson and Waterhouse. Jefferson, 
for his part, immediately took to the idea of 
vaccinat ion; he saw in it  the merits he saw in 
inoculat ion, with the benefit  of being safer. In 
July 1801, Waterhouse wrote to Jefferson, who 
was now president, stat ing that he received 
letters from throughout the country, both 
requesting samples of the vaccine and decrying 
that vaccinat ion could only be infect ive. In 
order to persuade the public one way or the 
other, Waterhouse proposed that ?a series of 
experiments may be direct ly inst ituted by 
[Jefferson]? because ?if [the results] came from 
Mr. Jefferson, it  would make, l ike a body fall ing 
from a great height, a deep impression.? These 
experiments, Waterhouse proposed, might be 
done on Jefferson?s slaves in Virginia, and he 
even included images and information on the 
expression of the disease in African 
Americans.38 Jefferson, anxious to see 
vaccinat ion in person and unable for the t ime 
to leave Virginia, requested that Waterhouse 
send the vaccinat ion materials to Dr. Edward 
Grant in Washington instead.39 When the 
vaccinat ion did not occur, Jefferson proposed a 
new way of transport ing the material? ?how 
might it  answer to put the matter into a phial 
of the smallest size, well corked, &  immersed 
in a larger one fi l led with water &  well 
corked?? which succeeded in preserving the 
material enough that the vaccinat ions in 
Washington conducted by Dr. Grant were a 
success.40 

Once he returned to Monticello, Jefferson 
conducted his own experiments with 
vaccinat ion. After writ ing personally to Edward 
Jenner requesting that samples of Jenner?s 
vaccine be sent to the Jefferson family 
physician, Jefferson arranged for that same 
physician, Dr. Will iam Wardlaw, to visit  
Monticello when Jefferson would arrive in the 
summer of 1801.41 Keeping close records and 
all the while report ing back to Dr. Waterhouse, 
Jefferson?s vaccine experiments, at first  
intended to encompass the slaves of his 
household, eventually extended to his family 

and throughout the neighborhood. In a 
November 1801 letter to John Vaughan, 
Jefferson est imates the toll at ?about 70 or 80 
of my own family, my sons in law about as 
many of theirs, and including our neighbors 
who wished to avail themselves of the 
opportunity our whole experiment extended to 
about 200 persons.?42 In all, Jefferson?s 
experiments were an overwhelming success. 
The careful data that Jefferson collected not 
only influenced those who knew him to 
support vaccinat ion, but was also used by 
Waterhouse in his campaign to popularize 
vaccinat ion in the United States, culminating 
in an 1802 medical art icle in which Waterhouse 
explicit ly cited Jefferson?s 1801 experiments at 
Monticello as evidence for the efficacy of the 
pract ice.43

     Perhaps one of the most notable events of 
Jefferson?s presidency was the westward 
expedit ion of Captain Merriweather Lewis and 
Second Lieutenant Will iam Clark. Such was the 
wide influence of smallpox and vaccine 
technology that even this expedit ion, 
commissioned by Thomas Jefferson short ly 
after the Louisiana Purchase in 1803, was 
affected by Jenner?s discovery. After Jefferson 
sent a copy of the first  draft  of his instruct ions 
to his Attorney General, Levi Lincoln, Sr., 
Lincoln read and responded, in almost a 
passing comment, ?As Capt Lewis may have in 
his company, some who have not had the 
smallpox, would it  not be best to carry some of 
the matter for the kinepox with him??44 For 
this suggestion to be so logical and casually 
mentioned, with no need for clarificat ion or 
qualifying with warning, would have been 
impossible just two years before. The successes 
of vaccinat ions were becoming well known, and 
vaccinat ion thus more widely accepted, 
especially by the educated and those in 
Jefferson?s inner circle. Jefferson took Lincoln?s 
suggestion and included it  in his instruct ions 
to Lewis, tell ing him to take a sample of the 
cowpox vaccine with him and to educate his 
party on ?it?s [sic] efficacy as a preservat ive 
from the smallpox; and instruct &  encourage 
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them in the use of it .?45

     

Al though Jefferson?s 
correspondence and 

notes about  
smal lpox, var iolat ion, and 

vaccinat ion began to decl ine 
upon his ret i rement , his 
inf luence in establ ishing 

vaccinat ion as a val id and 
superior medical  procedure 

remained. 
His 1806 letter praising Jenner for the pending 
ext irpat ion of ?the loathsome small-pox? was 
perhaps too modest; Jefferson himself, along 
with the likes of Waterhouse and all those with 
whom he corresponded, did much to hasten 
smallpox?s demise as well.46 Within Jefferson?s 
lifet ime, Congress, under his successor 
President James Madison, drafted an Act to 
Encourage Vaccinat ion, signed into law in 
1813. The act established a National Vaccine 
Agency and gave franking privileges, or free 
postage, to anyone shipping vaccine matter in 
the United States, providing both a 
governmental and financial incentive to 
perform vaccinat ions. In 1855, nearly one 
hundred twenty-five years after the devastat ing 
1721 smallpox outbreak, Boston became the 
first  city to require mandatory vaccinat ion for 
public schoolchildren. Instances of smallpox 
became more and more rare as scient ists and 
the general public developed the concept of 
herd immunity.47 Finally, in 1980, more than 
two hundred years after Jefferson took a 
gamble and traveled to Philadelphia to 
undergo variolat ion, the 33rd World Health 
Assembly declared that smallpox was globally 
eradicated.4
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Editors' Note: 

The following  essay ["Consumerism, Commodif icat ion, and Beauty: 
Shiseido and the Rise of  Japanese Beauty Culture"  by Jessica Guerra] was 
originally accompanied by eighteen images, which the author discusses in detail 
throughout the piece. Unfortunately, the Rice Historical Review was unable to 
obtain permission to print  these images alongside the essay. Nonetheless, we felt  
this essay had great value and deserved to be included in the journal. We 
encourage readers to view the images in the online gallery f rom MIT Visualizing 
Cultures, about which more informat ion can be found in the bibliography.

             JESSICA GUERRA
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Consumerism, 
Commodif icat ion, 
and Beauty: 
Shiseido and the Rise of  
Japanese Beauty Culture
Jessica Guerra

Abst ract : This research focuses on the development of 
advertising in interwar period Japan (between World War I 
and World War II) and the growing prevalence of the Modern 
Girl. As women with a certain aesthetic were popularized 
through advertisement campaigns, this aesthetic was 
disseminated to a wider audience and incited cultural 
change. For the purposes of this research, the cosmetics 
company Shiseido and its advertisements will be used, in 
order to illustrate the effects of one major Japanese company 
on the spread of the Modern Girl throughout Japan and the 
surrounding regions. Advertisements from an MIT database 
were examined from the period, and are analyzed in the 
following work. I have attempted to gauge the prominence of 
the Modern Girl figure, her appearance, and various other 
visual factors. After conducting this project, I have concluded 
that Shiseido played an integral role in the rise of Japanese 
beauty culture and in the spread of the Modern Girl 
phenomenon. 

Background 

     The term ?Modern Girl? refers to the 
Japanese moga, l i terally Mo(dern) Gi(rl). These 
women, l ike American flappers and French 
garçonnes, exhibited Western-style dress by 
abandoning the tradit ional Japanese kimono in 
favor of shorter dresses, donning shorter and 
less tradit ional hairstyles, holding preferences 
for luxurious clothing and cosmetics, and 
reject ing tradit ional behaviors and att itudes. 
These women also proclaimed their 
revolut ionary autonomy by joining the 
workforce. Tradit ionally, Japanese women 
remained at home until they were married, and 
then resided in the homes of their husbands or 
their husbands? families. Therefore, to reside 
on their own was thus a rebell ious, ?modern? 
act ion and a reject ion of tradit ional Japanese 
conventions. 

The ?New Japanese Woman? was the 
compromise Shiseido created in order to 
maintain a diverse consumer base and generate 
widespread appeal within Japan. Given that the 
moga were viewed as excessively Western in 
their habits, dress, and act ions, the restrict ion of 
Shesiedo advert ising to the image of a ?Modern 
Girl? would have narrowed their consumer base 
and created more of a niche interest. Shiseido, 
instead, invoked the image of the ?New Japanese 
Woman? who was somewhat more ?modern? 
and ?Western? in her appearance but not to the 
extent of the moga. Tempering modernity with 
Japanese tradit ion is reflected in the use of the 
?mimi-kakushi? hairstyle, which is discussed in 
greater depth below. This new hairstyle was 
shorter and typically covered the back of the 
neck and the ears.   

Int roduct ion  

     Beginning in 1915, the Shiseido Company?s 
advert isements evolved from black and white 
pencil sketches featuring simple shapes and text 
into vibrant female figures and a cosmopolitan 
aesthet ic that appealed to a diverse array of 
women. These advert isements were meant to 
appeal to both the tradit ional and modern 
women of interwar Japan and to a global 
consumer base. They suggest that Japanese 
society was heavily impacted by the advent of 
the ideal women prototypes, ?Modern Girl? and 
the ?New Japanese Woman,? as Shiseido hired 
women that fit  this look as models and 
spokespeople. As the idea of the ?Modern Girl? 
spread, companies used the concept to sell their 
products and to associate them with 
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self- improvement, social mobility, and 
modernity. Shiseido?s adoption of the ?Modern 
Girl? as a spokesperson provided the latter with 
a wider audience and an internat ional platform 
both result ing in the commodificat ion of the 
?Modern Girl.? The image was marketed and 
sold to the masses as an ideal form of beauty. 
Through focusing on the evolut ion of 
Shiseido?s advert isements and their 
implicat ions on consumer bases both in Japan 
and abroad, it  seems that the Shiseido 
Company began to revolut ionize the cosmetics 
industry in Japan, especially with the 
introduct ion of the ?Seven Colors Face 
Powder.?  Shiseido and its consumers shared a 
feedback loop relat ionship wherein the two 
constant ly and simultaneously influenced each 
other?s behaviors. 

     Mass consumerism contributed to the rise of 
beauty culture in Japan by reinforcing 
beauty-centric advert ising campaigns; the rise 
of beauty culture in advert ising increased mass 
consumerism as companies adopted new, more 
appealing beauty-centric campaigns to sell 
their products.  By 1938, the company had 
become internat ional and thus had a major 
impact on the spread of beauty culture across 
Asia, especially the Modern Girl phenomenon 
of the early 20th century. 

 Methods 

     In this paper, I contextualize the company?s 
official history and examine advert isements 
used by Shiseido from 1915 to 1938 found at 
the MIT Visualizing Cultures Archive.  From 
studying these images, a cultural narrat ive 
emerged that indicated the relat ionship 
between Shiseido and consumers, the 
commodificat ion of the Modern Girl, and the 
rise of beauty culture and consumerism. I 
reviewed art icles focusing primarily on the 
Modern Girl phenomenon, the growth and 
design of the Shiseido Company, the rise of 
global beauty culture, and the effect of 
Shiseido on Japanese and internat ional 
communit ies. Through these avenues of 
research, I constructed my argument focusing 

on the importance of Shiseido to the 
popularizat ion of the Modern Girl in East Asia 
and the spread of beauty culture and cosmetics 
on a global scale. 

 Br ief Histor ical  Overview 

     Arinobu Fukuhara, who founded Shiseido, 
set up the first  pharmaceutical store in 1872. 
As the first  Western-style pharmacy in Japan, 
Shiseido originated from cosmopolitanism and 
cultural exchange.1 As Kazuo Usui, a professor 
and historian of Japanese marketing methods, 
notes, ?Shiseido?s growth was slower in the 
cosmetics field, although it  had started earlier.? 
This was due to a focus on pharmaceuticals.2 
By 1888, Shiseido introduced toothpaste to 
consumers, gaining recognit ion in Japan for its 
hygiene products.3 Shiseido began producing 
and sell ing cosmetics in 1897 and focused on 
?lot ion, perfume, and hair oil.?4 In 1915, 
Shiseido adopted the Camellia or 
?Hanatsubaki,? as the company?s trademark.5 
Two years later, Shiseido released the ?Seven 
Colors Face Powder,? the first  cosmetic product 
that allowed for user customizat ion and 
diversity.6 Through different combinations of 
the seven provided colors, consumers could 
create their own shades and color palettes. 
Understandably, this would mean increased 
internat ional appeal and marketabil ity as 
racially diverse consumers could purchase 
?Seven Colors Face Powder? and create their 
own personalized shades based on preference. 
In 1924, Arinobu?s son, Shinzo Fukuhara, 
became the first  official president of the 
Shiseido Company.7 Educated at Columbia 
University, he had unofficially taken control in 
1915 and shifted the company?s focus from 
pharmaceuticals and hygienic products to 
cosmetics. He further established a 
cosmopolitan aesthet ic.8 Shinzo introduced the 
chain store distribut ion system to Shiseido and 
to Japan, revolut ionizing the cosmetics 
industry.9 The Shiseido incarnation of the 
Western system produced a sales organizat ion 
meant ?to avoid competit ion, to develop 
mutual prosperity, and to develop co-existence 
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among retailers.?10 As Nobuo Kawabe writes: It  
first  organized retailers, which handled only 
Shiseido brand cosmetic products. It  also went 
into the operat ion of beauty salons in order to 
support retailers by demonstrat ing its 
cosmetics. At the wholesale level Shiseido 
established a dealer contract system. 
Wholesalers were required to sell products to 
only ?Shiseido Chain Stores? at established 
prices in order to avoid cut-throat competit ion, 
to develop co-existence and mutual prosperity, 
and to establish an orderly transact ion system. 
In 1927 Shiseido thought it  would be good for 
itself and its retailers to develop wholesale 
organizat ions which would handle only 
Shiseido products, and in this way it  integrated 
its market ing act ivit ies. Thus, its wholesalers 
became sole agents and eventually grew into 
sales companies located throughout the 
nat ion.11

Kawabe?s summary of the Shiseido Company?s 
innovative distribut ion system demonstrates 
the revolut ionary methods Shiseido employed 
to guarantee continued, even if relat ively slow; 
growth throughout the interwar years; the 
integrat ion of Western-style business and 
marketing pract ices into Japanese society; and 
the production of a more cosmopolitan and 
thus internat ionally appealing company. By 
1931, Shiseido had exported cosmetics to other 
Southeast Asian countries and had entered 
fully into the internat ional business 
community, creat ing a mult inat ional platform 
for Japanese cosmetics and for the ?Modern 
Girl.?12 Throughout the 1930s, Shiseido would 
employ other market ing strategies such as the 
establishment of beauty salons designed to 
exhibit  their products, the creat ion of a 
consumer club through which members 
received significant loyalty incentives such as 
coupons, the distribut ion of a free monthly 
magazine, and invitat ions to beauty courses.13 
These init iat ives would further ensure the 
continued growth of the Shiseido Company, 
enabling it  to out last its competitors through 
the formation and indoctrinat ion of a loyal 
consumer base. The company?s official history 

not iceably omits the World War II years, as 
Japan?s industrial economy became focused on 
the war effort . Therefore, this essay focuses on 
the years from 1915 to 1938, when the 
?Modern Girl? and ?New Japanese Woman? 
peaked in popularity. 

Advert isements: Evolut ion through the 
Interwar Years 

     As Figures 2, 3, and 4 demonstrate, Shiseido 
advert isements init ially focused on tradit ional 
Japanese women, text, shapes, and the brand 
itself. Figure 2 portrays a Japanese woman 
drawn in a tradit ional style reminiscent of 
Japanese wood-block prints, with long hair, an 
elaborate kimono, and a fan incorporated into 
the background.14 The text surrounding the 
woman is the main focus of the magazine 
advert isement, encompassing a greater area in 
the advert isement; thus the main purpose of 
the ad is to educate the reader on the product, 
with the woman provided as associat ion with 
tradit ional Japanese visuals and beauty 
standards. Figure 3 is much simpler, with text 
central to the poster.15 The simpler aesthet ic, 
which uses shapes, can be interpreted as an 
attempt to appeal to a broad audience; 

by avoiding 
associat ing 

the Shiseido brand 
wi th a racial  or ethnic 

consumer, the company 

could potent ial ly possess 
internat ional  appeal . 

Figure 4 is another simple advert isement: 
though more intricate than Figure 3, it  st i l l  
relies on simple shapes (stripes and triangles in 
the background) and text in the foreground to 
elicit  appeal and interest.16 This 1917 
advert isement also incorporates the trademark 
Camellia blossom and Shiseido Japanese logo 
more prominently than Figure 3, indicat ing a 
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move towards greater brand recognit ion.            

     Following Shiseido?s advert isements in 1915 
and 1917, new marketing and ad campaigns 
were created for magazines, such as those seen 
in Figures 5 and 6. Figure 5 depicts the first  
incarnation of the Shiseido English logo, with a 
silhouetted Western, stylist ically Victorian 
woman. 17 She holds the trademark Camellia in 
her left  hand, and is proport ionally more 
balanced with the text incorporated into the 
ad. Figure 6 i l lustrates a dist inct shift  towards 
adopting the ?Modern Girl? as the Shiseido 
mannequin-figure, with a short haircut 
reminiscent of a modern bob, and an elegantly 
sleek, relat ively low-cut, form-fit t ing dress.18 
The woman perches upon an upholstered, 
Western-style stool, cast ing her eyes downward 
demurely. She combines the modern styling of 
Western culture (short hair, Western-style 
dress and furniture) with tradit ional Japanese 
ideals of feminine aesthet ics (her demure 
glance, the simplicity with which she is drawn). 
This advert isement features a different style 
for the English Shiseido logo, indicat ing the 
Shiseido Company was most l ikely st i l l  
experimenting with internat ional appeal and 
with the construct ion of a recognizable brand 
and logo.       Figures 7, 8, 9, and 10 depict 
poster advert isements employed by Shiseido 
throughout 1925, portraying a variety of 
women in different poses, color palettes, and 
with diverse facial expressions. These figures 
mark a shift  to vibrant, colorful poster 
advert isements, in an attempt to catch the 
consumer?s eye; an addit ional shift  towards 
more prominent feminine figures and away 
from text is also apparent, indicat ing a rising 
amount of female commodificat ion. Figure 7 
shows a pale-skinned, black-haired woman 
with an upturned face in profi le, looking 
towards the sky as she touches her face. 19 Her 
expression of elat ion and bliss may be 
interpreted as joy at the touch of her skin; as 
she strokes her cheek she appears to be lost in 
thought and pleasure. Figure 8, alternat ively, 
depicts a pale-skinned, blonde woman glancing 
down modestly, her eyes shut and the 

trademark Camellia blossom dangling from her 
mouth. 20 Garbed in a sleek, form-fit t ing gown 
and shawl, she exudes a discrete sex appeal and 
sense of modernity. She seems content, and 
appears to originate from a higher social class. 
Figure 9 also i l lustrates a woman, with a 
shorter hairstyle and donning a sleeveless 
green dress, who conveys a sense of modernity 
and sex appeal. 21 She fixates on the product in 
front of her, her facial expression one of 
ravenous desire and happiness. The flowers 
and bird included in the ad hold no interest for 
her; she is solely interested in the Shiseido 
product before her. Although the text is more 
central in this poster, the woman is more 
visually appealing due to a vibrant color 
palette surrounding her. Figure 10 contrasts 
the other three posters, as it  lacks a vibrant 
palette and, instead, relies on a silhouetted 
female figure as the central visual.22 This 
advert isement uses a different strategy; the 
woman is portrayed gazing into a surface (most 
l ikely a mirror), possibly applying makeup to 
her face. Her figure is prominently featured, 
with text to the right and bottom of the 
advert isement. The Camellia trademark is also 
included in the lower-right corner, 
demonstrat ing Shiseido brand recognit ion. 

     The introduct ion of a more prominent 
cosmopolitan aesthet ic is evident in Figures 11 
and 12, the poster advert isements pictured 
below. Figure 11 centers on a woman with red 
hair in a short hairstyle, wearing a thick, 
luxurious fur coat.23 Her skin is pale, her cheeks 
t inged with blush. Her styling communicates 
an upper-class status, modernity, and 
sophist icat ion. Two different Shiseido logos are 
located on her left  and right, conveying global 
interests. The Camellia is located in the 
upper-right corner, furthering brand 
recognit ion for the Shiseido Company and its 
trademark. Figure 12 focuses on a blonde, 
presumably Western-European woman in a 
blue-patterned, form-fit t ing dress, with her 
legs shown.24 She lounges on a couch, 
expressing relaxat ion and cosmopolitanism as 
she rests her hand on her hip and delicately 
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holds a (trademark) Camellia blossom. The 
English and Japanese logos are featured, as 
well as text to the right of the woman depicted. 

These two f igures 
represent  the 

quintessent ial  
Modern Gir l  aesthet ic: 

moderni ty as a means to 
at tain social  mobi l i ty, luxury, 

and sel f-improvement  
through consumerism.        

     Figures 13 and 14 originate from magazines 
in 1932, i l lustrat ing the continued prevalence 
of the Modern Girl and her development into 
an advert ising tool. Figure 13 displays a 
woman?s head and left  arm in the center of the 
advert isement, with the product advert ised in 
the upper-right corner. 25 What is visible of her 
att ire is elegant and modern, as is her shorter 
hairstyle. Her expression is calm as she casts 
her gaze towards the ground; she evades eye 
contact with the viewer. The product itself is 
more central to the advert isement than in 
previous campaigns, revealing the continued 
development of consumer culture in Japan. The 
woman in the advert isement indicates the 
continued emergence of beauty culture, as she 
represents the ?ideal? modern New Woman 
(specifically sell ing the appearance all women 
should strive to achieve). The Camellia 
trademark is located in the lower port ion of the 
advert isement. Figure 14 portrays a strikingly 
similar woman, also accompanied by a Shiseido 
product. 26 The female figure wears the same 
hairstyle as the previous woman, and also 
garbs herself in elegant, modern evening dress. 
Her dress provides a silhouette of her slender 
body, and her arms are delicately posit ioned. 
Also glancing down, she exudes sophist icat ion 
and grace. Adjacent to her, the product is 
disproport ionately large, shift ing the focus 
from the woman to the advert ised 
merchandise. As such, the woman is reduced, 

as the product becomes the central focus of the 
ad. As the 1930?s arrived, the Modern Girl 
phenomenon expanded further across the 
globe, marking a departure from conventional 
conceptions of femininity and the cementat ion 
of rapid globalizat ion and cultural exchange. 
As depicted in the 1933 poster ads in Figures 
15, 16, and 17, the Shiseido Company 
internalized these developments, and 
expanded its advert ising to explicit ly include 
consumers with diverse racial and or ethnic 
backgrounds. Figure 15 il lustrates a 
dark-complexioned woman wearing pearls, a 
short hairstyle, a pearl necklace, and a 
sleeveless gown.27 She holds a Shiseido 
product, which takes a central posit ion in the 
advert isement; the dark background 
emphasizes the cosmetic good, as the vibrant 
salmon color of the product draws the viewer?s 
attent ion. Figure 16 features a l ight-skinned, 
dark-haired woman in a similar stance.28 This 
woman also holds a Shiseido product, which is 
more central to the advert isement and is 
highlighted by the contrast between its l ight 
color and the vibrant pastel background. The 
woman?s cheeks are t inted with rouge, and she 
wears a similar hairstyle to that of Figure 15. 
Conversely, this woman appears to wear a 
tradit ional Japanese kimono, thus appealing to 
a more tradit ional Japanese woman. Figure 17 
features two light-skinned women; one blonde, 
one black-haired.29 Both hold the same 
Shiseido product in different shades (indicated 
by the differing l id colors), and stand in the 
same posit ion. Noticeably, the advert isement 
spotlights the presumably East Asian woman, 
posit ioning her in front of her blonde, 
Western-European counterpart. The two share 
t inted cheeks, modern att ire (sleeveless 
dresses), and markers of higher socio-economic 
standing (earrings, a veil). The Camellia 
blossom trademark appears in the lower-right 
corner, and the advert isement only uses the 
Japanese company logo. 

     The final advert isements I present for 
examination are Figures 18 and 19, concluding 
this study in the year 1938 (prior to the 
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Sino-Japanese war). These images signify a 
transit ion to a more realist ic appearance for 
women, shift ing from sketches and drawings 
portraying cartoonish figures, to an art  style 
based on realist ic facial features. This 
adjustment represents a complete cultural 
transformation, as beauty culture and a realist ic 
ideal develop, so too do unrealist ic expectat ions 
for women and the mass consumption of an 
unattainable aspirat ion. 

No longer is the 
Modern Gir l  used to 
merely sel l  products 

and style, she is now used to 
sel l  beauty i t sel f, and the 
?ideal? woman crafted by 
society. Figure 18 displays a blonde, 

Western-European woman wearing a 
fashionable beret and a fur collared-coat.30 This 
magazine ad marks the first  usage of color in 
this format, and the first  incarnation of the 
Modern Girl that makes eye contact with the 
viewer.  Although the image is of a 
Western-European, the advert isement uses 
Japanese characters and text, conveying a 
cosmopolitan impression. Figure 19 exhibits a 
Western-European woman in profi le, with a 
calm countenance and accompanied by Japanese 
text and the Japanese Shiseido logo.31 This 
poster advert isement also is the first  to reveal a 
woman?s ears in the image, marking a 
significant ly shorter hairstyle, and signifying its 
gaining popularity in mainstream culture. The 
prevalence of blossoms in the two images may 
be associated with the variety of colors available 
in Shiseido cosmetics, or may exist simply to 
catch the viewer?s attent ion. 

 Image Analysis and Conclusions 

     Through tracing the development and history 
of advert ising and marketing of the Japanese 
cosmetics company Shiseido, I i l lustrated the 
remarkable evolut ion of a medium over the 
course of two decades and the concomitant 

progression and popularizat ion of the ?Modern 
Girl? phenomenon. As Barbara Sato points out, 

'[the ?Modern Gir l?] 
represented the 
possibi l i t ies for what  

al l  women could become. She 
also symbol ized consumpt ion 
and mass cul ture, phenomena 
ident i f ied wi th women after 
the Great  War.'32 The history of the 

?Modern Girl? portrayals also reflects the 
history and origins of consumer culture. Women 
formed the large port ion of consumers due to 
their tradit ionally domestic roles which allowed 
them purchasing power, the freedom of choice 
that consumerism promised women, and the 
accompanying promise of upward social 
mobility. Under these historical condit ions, 
companies such as Shiseido sought to appeal to 
as many female consumers as possible as the 
cosmetics industry expanded along with beauty 
culture. The images discussed above il lustrated 
the manner in which the ?Modern Girl? was 
appropriated by Shiseido and modified for mass 
consumption. Shiseido popularized a 
?mimi-kakushi? hairstyle as a compromise 
between tradit ional and modern hairstyles 
which init iated a long history of appealing to a 
diverse consumer base.33 Modern women 
enjoyed the hairstyle as a departure from the 
strict , t radit ional Japanese coiffure; tradit ional 
women appreciated the hairstyle as a 
respectable, innovative hairstyle.34 One of the 
main reasons the hairstyle caught on was the 
moderate nature of new styling which included 
covering the ears because uncovered ears were 
considered radical at the t ime.35 As such, 
Shiseido promoted a Western-representat ive 
style influenced by Japanese values; a style the 
company excelled at creat ing and marketing. 

Aside from popularizing the ?Modern Girl? 
concept through moderate interpretat ions of her 
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style, Shiseido also commodit ized her; she 
developed into an ?ideal archetype? that the 
company sold to the masses. Through 
connecting self- improvement to beauty, and by 
promising their products would aid women in 
?beautifying? themselves, Shiseido direct ly 
contributed to the development of Japanese and 
internat ional beauty culture. Through claiming 
to sell exterior ?beauty,? and connecting the 
improved exterior to improved inner ?beauty? 
and effort , Shiseido generated a culture in which 
cosmetics represented a noble attempt to 
develop oneself, not vanity or shallowness. 
Women who purchased cosmetics gained 
possession of a form of social mobility: if 
attract ive enough, a woman could marry well or 
prove herself an asset to her family and 
community through her beauty. In creat ing this 
deeper connection, Shiseido gave the ?Modern 
Girl,? as its model, that same social mobility and 
sense of nobil ity; with that nobil ity, Shiseido 
gave the ?Modern Girl? universal appeal and 
praise. Shiseido, however, also ensured that the 
?Modern Girl? became an ideal it  marketed to 
the masses, appealing to men?s gazes and 
women?s desires to appear attract ive and 
praiseworthy by conventional beauty standards. 
Thus, Shiseido?s appropriat ion of the ?Modern 
Girl? represents a historical turning point in the 
development of consumer culture, modernity, 
and the rise of the beauty industry. 
Alternat ively, the global nature of the ?Modern 
Girl? phenomenon provided a universally 
understood form of communicat ion Shiseido 
used to increase its internat ional consumer base 
and to diversify and expand its business. As 
such, the two profoundly affected each other?s 
development and growth.  The Japanese 
?Modern Girl? was linked to consumerism, 
luxury, refinement, and high social status 
through Shiseido?s advert isements, and that she, 
in turn, allowed Shiseido to appeal to a diverse 
range of people throughout Southeast Asia 
using the ?Modern Girl? image as universal 
language. The relat ionship between the two 
serves as a microcosm of the intrinsic l ink 

between modern consumer culture, beauty 
culture, market ing, and advert isement 
campaigns. 
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From Welcoming to 
Wary:
The SPD's Rhetoric on the 
Flüchtlingspolitik 
Jungbin Lim

Abst ract :  This paper traces the response of the Social 
Democratic Party of Germany (SPD) to the European 
migrant crisis in the fall of 2015. In particular, I explore the 
change in the party's position, which initially had pledged 
full support of the admission of refugees to Germany but 
toned down its support over the course of the fall. I discuss 
this development against the backdrop of the rightward shift 
of the SPD. I argue that a possible explanation of the change 
in the SPD's position is the decision of Chancellor Merkel, 
leader of the rival party Christian Democratic Union, to 
grant admission to hundreds of thousands of refugees on 
September 5th, 2015. Mainly based on the SPD's own 
publications and media coverage of the party's activities, this 
paper examines the shift in the language of the SPD.

     Since its inception in the mid-nineteenth 
century, the Social Democrat ic Party of 
Germany (SPD) has represented the 
working-class and the German left  at large. 
After the West German Communist Party was 
banned in 1956, the SPD became the sole party 
in the Federal Republic on the left  for nearly 
three decades before other left ist  part ies 
entered the polit ical scene in the early 1980s. 
This included the Green Party (established in 
1983) and the Party of Democrat ic Socialism 
(established in 1990). However, the SPD has 
been inching to the center since the 1990s? the 
SPD and the center-right Christ ian Democrat ic 
Union (CDU) are now almost indist inguishable 
on several policies. In l ight of such 
development of the SPD, the party?s responses 
to the current migrant crisis, which has become 
a very controversial topic in German polit ics 
since August 2015, i l lustrates the SPD?s 
rightward shift . From the outset of the Syrian 
Civil War in 2011 to the first  week of 
September 2015, the SPD strongly supported 
admitt ing hundreds of thousands of refugees. 

The party asserted that refugees have a right to 
a safer and better future in Europe and that 
Germany has a responsibil ity to provide refuge 
to vict ims of war. Some party members even 
suggested that the inflow of refugees would 
benefit  the German economy. However, over the 
month of September, the party changed. 
Presumably influenced by CDU leader and 
German Chancellor Angela Merkel?s momentous 
decision on September 4 to open Germany?s 
doors to refugees stranded elsewhere in Europe, 
the SPD has become increasingly wary of 
admitt ing a large number of refugees, even 
though the number of refugees that have 
entered Germany so far this year does not differ 
much from the number predicted by party 
leaders months before. In this paper, writ ten in 
November 2015, I argue that, in September 2015, 
the SPD changed its rhetoric on the refugee 
policy (Flüchtlingspolitik) from welcoming to 
wary, which stemmed at least in part from the 
SPD?s? especially party chairman Sigmar 
Gabriel?s? polit ical maneuver to take over the 
center. Since this paper analyzes an ongoing 
phenomenon, it  faces the challenge of studying 
a l imited perspect ive of a historical event that is 
st i l l  unfolding. Nevertheless, the value of the 
paper l ies primarily in the documentat ion of 
changes among the Social Democrats, especially 
in the context of the party?s long-term 
evolut ion. 

     Through a survey of German 
newspapers? namely, Frankfurter Allgemeine 
Zeitung (heretofore FAZ), Der Spiegel, and Die 
Zeit? I trace the SPD?s rhetoric and the response 
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of the media to it . A reason behind the 
preponderance of newspapers is simply the 
dearth of secondary l iterature. Given how 
recent the change in policy took place, few 
non-media sources exist. Other non-German 
media sources include the Associated Press, 
Politico, the New York Times, and Stern. The 
American Institute for Contemporary German 
Studies, German Politics and Society, the Journal 
of Refugee Studies, and the Migrant Policy 
Institute are non-newspaper sources of 
information on the SPD?s history and the 
German polit ical landscape. Last ly, the SPD 
website and Facebook page provided 
statements released direct ly by the party. The 
party?s Facebook page proved part icularly 
useful. Since Facebook posts are normally brief, 
they serve as one of the most direct forms of 
contact between the party and the public, and 
they often represent the core of the party?s 
messages. For this reason, while only two 
sources in the paper come from the SPD 
Facebook page, Facebook played a crucial role 
in the research process. 

     Before the first  week of September 2015, in 
which Merkel announced her decision to 
suspend European Union (EU) asylum rules and 
allow refugees stranded in other EU countries 
to enter Germany, the SPD enthusiast ically 
supported admitt ing refugees, even though 
many of the party leaders recognized the 
challenge of a large influx. The SPD website 
demonstrates the party?s support of the 
admission of refugees. The website published 
an art icle on the press conference of SPD 
leaders on August 31, in which Malu Dreyer, 
the Minister-president of Rheinland-Pfalz, and 
Mart in Schulz, the President of the European 
Parliament, discussed where the party stands 
on the Flüchtlingspolitik. Dreyer and Schulz 
focused on three tasks: ?humane admittance of 
refugees, social cohesion of Germany, and 
united European polit ics.? On the whole, they 
called for more help for local communit ies in 
order to implement a ?humane refugee policy,? 
while exhort ing the CDU to ?at last undertake 
responsibil ity.? Dreyer and Schultz 

acknowledged the ever-growing challenge of 
absorbing nearly a mill ion refugees, but the 
SPD emphasized the humanitarian cause of the 
Flüchtlingspolitik throughout the conference, 
suggesting that refugees legit imately deserve 
help.1 On the same day, the SPD website 
released another art icle, t it led 
?SPD-Resolut ion: Flüchtlingspolitik in 
Germany,? that covered the same press 
conference in more depth.2 Again, refugees 
were described as people in need who have a 
right to European assistance: 

"[refugees] seek 
freedom and 

secur i ty, they hope 
to be able to l ive in a bet ter 
society, in which just ice and 

sol idar i ty are real . The 
refugees count  on our 
fundamental  values!? 

     Notably, the SPD left  economic migrants out 
of the picture and instead argued that it  is only 
right that Germany should l ift  refugees out of 
misery. In framing the issue in terms of 
freedom and just ice, the SPD assumed a risk: 
once they described refugee?s claims to asylum 
as legit imate, any act ion less than full 
accommodation of refugees would be seen as 
reneging on earlier promises of delivering 
just ice. Later in the art icle, the SPD posit ioned 
itself as a counterforce to ?isolat ion and 
deterrence? (Abschottung und Abschreckung) 
that the Social Democrats ascribed to the 
polit ical right. Germany was ?not only 
economically strong, but also formed of great 
humanity? (Mitmenschlichkeit). 

     The SPD leadership?s opt imist ic stance in 
the last week of August is representat ive of the 
l ine that the party had been treading for the 
past several months. Party Chairman Sigmar 
Gabriel was quoted on the SPD Facebook page 
on August 19th as saying ?we will accomplish 
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it? (wir werden das schaffen) on the 
Flüchtlingspolitik.3 Considering the crit icism 
Merkel received over the past two months for 
her opt imist ic slogan We will do it (Wir Schaffen 
Das), from which even the SPD distanced. This 
did not deter Gabriel?s own assurance that 
Germany ?will accomplish it ,? which evinced 
the enthusiasm with which the SPD supported 
the admission of refugees. On August 9, the 
German weekly Stern reported on the meeting 
between Gabriel and fi lmmaker Til Schweiger. 
The latter had received both posit ive and 
negative attent ion in the media for his act ive 
support of refugees, as well as for t irades 
against those who demanded severe 
restrict ions on the number of incoming 
refugees.4 Given Schweiger?s reputat ion as a 
strong supporter of the admission of refugees, 
this meeting sent a sign of approval. Gabriel 
presumably made a statement on where he 
stands on the Flücht lingspolit ik through the 
meeting (which both Gabriel and Schweiger 
publicized on their Facebook pages). All in all, 
two points have to be emphasized on the SPD?s 
stance up to September. First, the SPD did not 
mention the limits to Germany?s capacity or 
realism with respect to the Flüchtlingspolitik, 
despite both the mainstream media and 
Gabriel project ing earlier in 2015 that nearly a 
mill ion refugees would enter Germany that 
year.5 Second, the SPD viewed refugees, except 
those they considered economic refugees, as 
deserving a place of security and freedom in 
Germany. Accordingly, the admission of 
refugees was the humane and right decision. 

     Between the last week of September and 
November 2015, when this paper was writ ten, 
there has been a not iceable shift  in the rhetoric 
of the SPD? the party now emphasizes the 
limits to Germany?s capabil it ies and the word 
realism. A joint statement t it led ?With 
Confidence and Realism? (Mit Zuversicht und 
Realismus) by Gabriel and Frank-Walter 
Steinmeier, the Minister of Foreign Policy and 
a top SPD leader, was released on the SPD 
website on October 9. They spoke against both 
the ?We Will Do It? slogan that represents 

Merkel?s posit ion and the ?The Boat is Full? 
(Das Boot Ist Voll) slogan used to characterize 
the posit ion of the Christ ian Social Union of 
Bavaria (CSU), the more-conservat ive sister 
party of the CDU, which calls for restrict ions on 
the number of refugees. Gabriel and Steinmeier 
stressed that states and communit ies are 
overburdened by the vast number of refugees 
and demanded that Germany have ?an honest 
discussion about realist ic capabil it ies? 
(Gestaltungmöglichkeiten).6

The word ?real ism,? 
hardly used before 

September, now 
character izes the current  

vaci l lat ion of the SPD. 
When the CSU and PEGIDA (an ant i- Islamic, 
far-right movement that has been staging 
demonstrat ions in major cit ies since late 2014) 
supporters insist that Germany is not capable 
of accommodating the large influx of refugees, 
the call to ?realism? takes on a dist inct 
meaning. Also on October 9, the newspaper Der 
Spiegel published an interview with Sigmar 
Gabriel, in which he crit icized Merkel and 
again highlighted the limits to Germany?s 
abil ity to take in refugees.7 Gabriel refused to 
direct ly attack Merkel, the leader of the Grand 
Coalit ion between the CDU/CSU and the SPD. 
He denied that Merkel?s decision was to blame 
for the high number of refugees aspiring to 
receive asylum in Germany. However, Gabriel 
remarked, ?next to confidence we also need 
realism? many places in Germany are already 
overburdened.? Later, he made an elusive 
statement that ?naturally the right of asylum 
knows no limits (Obergrenze), but there are 
factual l imits to the capabil ity of the towns and 
communit ies.? In other words, the new posit ion 
of the SPD reads, the Basic Law of Germany 
legally allows all refugees to l ive in Germany, 
but there are pract ical l imits to how many 
Germany can admit. At the party congress on 
October 11, the SPD leadership again stressed 
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that Germany has limits and lambasted the 
CDU for inadequately handling the situat ion. 
Gabriel asserted that Germany cannot 
constant ly absorb a mill ion refugees year after 
year. Merkel too knows it , but ?she does not 
speak about it?8 according to him.             

     Most of the SPD party leaders have taken 
part in the rhetoric shift  from welcoming to 
wary, including Thomas Oppermann, chairman 
of the SPD parliamentary group. In September 
2013, Oppermann posted on Facebook that it  
was ?good? that Syrian refugees should come 
to his state, Lower Saxony. He called it  an 
?imperat ive of humanity? that Germany should 
accept them; he even said that Germany should 
do more than simply take in merely 5,000 out 
of nearly 6 mill ion Syrian refugees.9 A year 
later, in November 2014, Oppermann 
maintained the same message, saying it  was a 
?good chance? for Germany that refugees 
should stay for the long term, since the 
German economy needs manpower and many 
Syrian refugees are well educated.10 On 
October 5, however, the newspaper Die Zeit ran 
an art icle on the SPD in middle of the ?refugee 
dilemma,? in which Oppermann was quoted to 
have said that Merkel should ?say clearly? that 
a mill ion refugees will exhaust Germany?s 
capacity to integrate them.11 Likewise, the 
newspaper Westdeutsche Allgemeine Zeitung 
asked him whether people in his circle believe 
Merkel when she says ?we accomplish it? (wir 
schaffen das). He gave a qualified response, 
saying that Germany could accomplish it  if 
Europe develops a common refugee policy and 
clear decisions can be made quickly in Berlin 
and Brussels.12 Oppermann represents the new, 
reserved tone among the party leadership on 
the Flüchtlingspolitik. Given how sanguine 
Oppermann had been a year earlier about 
refugees entering Germany, his change in 
opinion highlights the discrepancy in the SPD?s 
statements before and after September. 

     

The migrant  cr isis 
has divided the SPD 

between i t s left  wing 
fact ion that  wants to 

cont inue admi t t ing refugees 
and skept ics who want  to 

rest r ict  the inf lux. 
The newspaper Süddeutsche Zeitung focused on 
the party?s internal discord in early October. 
The newspaper reported Sigmar Gabriel saying 
that ?we must urgently achieve a clear 
reduct ion of the number of refugees in the 
coming year.?13 While party leaders l ike 
Steinmeier and Oppermann echo his message, 
others, l ike Jusos (SPD?s youth wing) leader 
Johanna Uekermann, said that it  is not ?worthy 
of social democracy? to join the opposit ion 
against the admission of refugees. On 
November 9, the FAZ released a detailed art icle 
t it led ?Where does the SPD stand in the 
migrant crisis?? The art icle l ikewise delved into 
the divisions within the SPD. In part icular, it  
noted the ?horizontal? division between the 
student council that act ively engages in aiding 
refugees and ?the tradit ional representat ives of 
the workforce? among whom ?social polit ical 
fears and cultural reservat ions [against 
refugees] dominate.? 14     In sum, the crisis has 
thrown the SPD into confusion. The Grand 
Coalit ion between the CDU/CSU and the SPD is 
replete with tensions among all three part ies. 
Within the SPD, there is disagreement between 
the left  wing and the party leadership (though 
the SPD is known for strong party discipline). 
Last ly, Gabriel himself gives conflict ing 
messages. He speaks of both l imit ing the 
number of refugees and advocating the earlier 
stance of providing refuge to those in need. 

     However, the SPD?s change is more a shift  
than a reversal; by no means has the SPD 
turned its back on refugees. Despite its 
warnings and the caveats, the SPD st i l l  
supports allowing hundreds and thousands of 
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Syrians, Afghans, Eritreans and others to 
resett le in Germany. Moreover, the SPD 
staunchly defends the right of asylum. The 
Social Democrats have been in the front line 
against the PEGIDA and right radicals who 
commit violence against refugees. In response 
to CDU polit ician Markus Söder, who 
questioned the right of asylum itself, SPD 
General Secretary Yasmin Fahimi declared that 
the right of asylum is ?not negotiable.?15 St i l l , 
the change in the SPD?s posit ion is 
unmistakable. Die Zeit perceived the nuanced 
changes in the statements from the party 
leaders; Lisa Caspari, editor of Die Zeit, 
analyzed the SPD?s shift  in an art icle t it led ?the 
SPD in the Refugee Dilemma? on October 5. 
?What is going on? Does the SPD now posit ion 
itself to the right of Merkel?? Caspari asked. In 
part icular, she brought attent ion to the fact 
that now ?warnings instead of opt imism? are 
heard over and over from the SPD.16

     There could be many reasons that motivated 
the Social Democrats to tone down its support 
of the admission of refugees, and the sheer 
number of refugees entering Germany must be 
counted among the most significant factors. 
The influx of refugees has already exceeded the 
capacity of numerous communit ies to 
accommodate them. Since Merkel?s 
momentous decision on September 4, her 
approval rat ings have taken a severe hit , 
causing many to wonder whether the days of 
her government are numbered.17 

Many Germans fear 
the st rain refugees 

exert  on the 
t reasury, the cul tural  change 

newcomers entai l , and the 
instabi l i ty fol lowing the 

inf lux of a mi l l ion people.
Discontent has risen not only among the 
general populat ion but also among 
rank-and-fi le Social Democrats themselves. In 

1993, amidst the then refugee crisis following 
the onset of the Yugoslav Wars, the Bundestag 
(German parliament) amended Art icle 16 of the 
Basic Law, which guaranteed the right of 
asylum, to add restrict ions that reduced the 
number of permissible refugees from Eastern 
Europe. The SPD opposed amendments to 
Art icle 16 before 1993, but, as Wolfgang 
Bosswick argues, eventually the pressure to 
allow the amendment came from ?within the 
party from the level of communit ies? that had 
to cope with hundreds of thousands of 
refugees.18 The SPD has been the party of the 
working-class since the nineteenth century. 
Under current circumstances, the 
working-class are among the most vociferous 
opponents of allowing potent ial immigrant 
competitors who could l imit  access 
employment and social services. On October 
14, Magdeburg mayor Lutz Trümper, a member 
of the SPD since 1990, walked out of the party 
over the Flüchtlingspolitik. He crit icized the 
regional party policy on refugees as 
?unrealist ic,? demanding the limitat ion of the 
number of refugees given asylum.19 The 
Trümper incident demonstrates the challenge 
that the party leadership faces in addressing 
the discontent among party members at the 
local level. 

     However, a considerat ion that makes one 
question whether the discontent from below 
fully explains the SPD?s shift  is that the SPD, 
especially Gabriel, had projected earlier in 2015 
that between 800 thousand and one mill ion 
refugees would enter Germany in 2015. The 
SPD already backtracked on its policy in 1993 
due to the mounting number of refugees. It  is 
not unreasonable, therefore, to surmise that 
party members must have known the 
implicat ions of a resett l ing a mill ion refugees 
for local communit ies and national polit ics 
when they spoke repeatedly in support of the 
admission of refugees. Insofar as a change in 
rhetoric, let alone in a change in policy, 
presents a l iabil ity for a polit ical party, it  is 
noteworthy that the SPD had been so 
support ive of admitt ing refugees before 
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September, even though it  was aware of the 
complicat ions that would eventually arise.

      The SPD?s aspirat ion to become the 
governing party could be another reason that 
the SPD changed its stance. Current ly, the SPD 
is part of the Grand Coalit ion with the sister 
part ies CDU/CSU. Since 1998, the support for 
the SPD has gradually dwindled, in terms of 
party membership and votes; the SPD now 
faces challenges from both left  and right: the 
Alternat ive for Germany (AfD) and PEGIDA 
from the right and the The Left  and the Greens 
from the left . Meanwhile, the polls indicate 
that only around 25 percent of the populat ion 
supports the Social Democrats? a 
disappoint ing number for the second largest 
party of Germany.20 In an art icle published in 
2008 on an earlier coalit ion during the first  
Merkel government, the internat ional affairs 
scholar Angelika von Wahl touches on the 
?ideological convergence and increasing 
moderat ion? in the SPD and the CDU. As more 
and more party members leave the part ies, von 
Wahl argues that ?pragmatists vying for the 
median voter? gain a stronger voice in both 
part ies.21 In this context, the SPD?s support of 
restrict ions the number of refugees can be 
interpreted as a polit ical maneuver to exploit  
Merkel?s vulnerabil ity and expand the party?s 
support base. Sigmar Gabriel has long 
supported the move to the center, which has 
been noted by the media for some t ime. In an 
art icle on August 3, Politico described the SPD 
as representat ive of center- left  part ies in 
Europe that try to gain more support by 
moving to the center. The SPD, ?a party 
without a clear profi le,? does not differ much 
from Merkel in terms of policy. Gabriel 
supports the Transatlant ic Trade and 
Investment Partnership (TTIP) trade 
agreement opposed by the The Left  and the 
Greens, who protest the loosening of trade and 
financial regulat ions that would result  from 
the trade agreement. Gabriel ?tried to walk a 
fine l ine? on Greece, in order to alienate 
neither the party base nor the majority of the 
populat ion.22     Gabriel himself does not deny 

the crit icism that he inches toward the center. 
At the party congress in Mainz on October 11, 
he declared to the party that anyone ?who 
shuns the center does not wish to win.? He 
added, ?[the party] should not shy away from 
reaching to the programmatic center of 
society.?23 Gabriel already announced on 
October 28 that he will run for Chancellor in 
the 2017 elect ion. According to Die Zeit, 
defeating Merkel as chancellor was previously 
considered unrealist ic even by the SPD, but 
since Merkel shifted the CDU?s posit ion on the 
Flüchtlingspolitik, the chancellorship is no 
longer out of reach for other part ies.24 The 
SPD?s motivat ion behind the decision to 
distance itself from the earlier posit ion on the 
Flüchtlingspolitk is not clear, but the decision 
nonetheless corresponds to Gabriel?s vision to 
take the SPD to the center and once again 
become the ruling party. 

     The migrant crisis wil l l ikely alter 
Germany?s polit ical landscape. Merkel has 
already created a rift  between the CDU and the 
CSU because of her September 4th decision, 
while the Grand Coalit ion between the 
CDU/CSU and the SPD is divided over the 
Flüchtlingspolitik. The PEGIDA and the 
AfD? suspicious of mainstream polit ics and 
antipathet ic to refugees? have gained support 
in the meanwhile. In this context, the SPD 
shifts further to the center, with a gesture that 
makes the SPD appear almost as if the party 
turned its back on refugees. Where the SPD 
heads henceforth wil l have a far-reaching 
effect on German polit ics. The SPD could either 
decide to maintain its tradit ional posit ion on 
the left , or it  could attempt to become the 
governing party once again by assuming the 
center. For this reason, the SPD?s responses to 
the current migrant crisis carry special 
significance for the future of German polit ics. 
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Preserving the Spir it  
of  Nat ional Parks:
The U.S. Army in Yellowstone
Tim Wang

Abst ract : As the flagship U.S. National Park, Yellowstone, 
throughout its administrative history, has set many 
precedents for park management policies and practices 
across the United States. This essay examines the period of 
administration of the park by the United States Army from 
1886 to 1916, which was especially formative for 
Yellowstone. The army reversed the trend of ineffective 
leadership in administering the park. The policies enacted 
during that period ? regarding nature, wildlife, and tourism 
management ? laid the groundwork for the administration of 
Yellowstone. In turn, many of these best practices were 
adopted by subsequent national parks. Most importantly, the 
army?s work served as a major factor in the very preservation 
of the national parks system. Therefore, the park 
administration by the United States Army left a lasting 
legacy that is still evident in both Yellowstone and many 
other national parks today. 

     Yellowstone National Park is one of the 
world?s premier nat ional parks. As the first  
nat ional park in the world, Yellowstone 
received its namesake from the Yellowstone 
River,1 which runs through the heart of the 
park. The park encompasses over 2.2 mill ion 
acres of land and is extremely biodiverse. There 
are presently over 75 species of mammals, 322 
species of bird, 16 species of fish, and 1,100 
species of nat ive plants.2 The park is also 
famous for its geological wonders. It  is home to 
one of the largest volcanic craters in the world, 
containing over 10,000 thermal features and 
300 geysers. In addit ion, the park boasts one of 
the world?s largest petrified forests, as well as 
over 290 magnificent waterfalls.3

     The significance of Yellowstone extends 
beyond its physical space. In the words of 
scholar Susan Clark, 

"Yel lowstone has also 
become ? in addi t ion 
to a place, a park, and 

a region ? an idea about  
nature and our relat ionship to 
i t , as wel l  as an ethic, cal l ing 
to our mind our responsibi l i t y 
for our world.?4 As the flagship U.S. 

nat ional park, Yellowstone, throughout its 
administrat ive history, has set many precedents 
for park management policies and pract ices 
across the United States. The period of its 
administrat ion by the U.S. Army, from 1886 to 
1916, was especially formative because the army 
reversed the trend of ineffect ive leadership in 
administering the park. The policies enacted 
during that period ? regarding nature, wildlife, 
and tourism management ? laid the groundwork 
for the administrat ion of Yellowstone. In turn, 
many of these best pract ices were adopted by 
subsequent nat ional parks. Most important ly, 
the army?s work in Yellowstone served as a 
major factor in the very preservat ion of the 
nat ional parks system. This paper examines how 
the park?s administrat ion by the United States 
Army left  a last ing legacy that is st i l l  evident in 
both Yellowstone and many other U.S. nat ional 
parks today. 

Pre-Administ rat ion (1805 ? 1872) 

     Before analyzing the army administrat ion of 
Yellowstone, it  is important to understand the 
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history of the park leading up to that point. 
Yellowstone first  entered the American 
consciousness through brief glimpses during 
early nineteenth century expedit ions and 
remained clouded in mystery for the next half 
century. The Lewis and Clark Expedit ion in 
1805 const ituted the earliest recorded 
encounter with Yellowstone by white 
Americans. As the leaders of the Corps of 
Discovery, Meriwether Lewis and Will iam Clark 
explored the land the United States purchased 
from France in the 1803 Louisiana Purchase. 
During their explorat ion, Lewis and Clark came 
across the Yellowstone River at the site where 
the river makes a ninety degree turn.5 With no 
desire to detour from his journey, Clark did not 
explore the area in further detail. He merely 
records in his journal that ?The Roche [Roche 
Jaune ? i.e. Yellow Stone], passes out of a high 
rugged mountain covered with snow.?6 A few 
years later, a fur trapper named John Colter 
inadvertent ly elucidated more details about 
Yellowstone through a solo quest for beavers in 
the region. From the end of 1807 to 1808, 
Colter trekked into the valley of the upper 
Yellowstone and likely came in contact with ?at 
least one of [the park?s] thermal areas.? 7          
Over the next few decades, the Yellowstone 
region remained mostly unexplored. While the 
fur trade continued until 1840,8 several white 
Americans interacted with Yellowstone, but 
none of them significant ly expanded the 
general American consciousness about the 
region. In the 1850s, a white American named 
Jim Bridger built  upon his friendly relat ions 
with the Native Americans to create a map of 
the Yellowstone region.9 In addit ion, Bridger 
described the natural features of Yellowstone 
to other Americans. Bridger, however, had a 
notorious reputat ion as an uncouth mountain 
man and a teller of tall tales.10 This reputat ion 
diminished Bridger?s credibil ity, especially 
among his contemporaries, to whom 
Yellowstone remained more myth than reality. 

Yellowstone was finally explored in detail by a 
series of expedit ions in the late 1860s that 
collect ively i l luminated features of the region. 

In 1869, the privately financed 
Cook-Folsom-Peterson Expedit ion traveled 
across the Yellowstone River to explore the 
heart of the Yellowstone region.11 An account 
of their trip was published in the Western 
Monthly magazine in 1870 detail ing 
Yellowstone?s awe inspiring natural features. 
One part icular passage epitomizes the spirit  of 
their descript ions: 

While Cook tries to st ick to facts in his 
descript ions, his astonishment at the sheer 
scale of the natural features in Yellowstone is 
clear. One year later in 1870, the 
Washburn-Langford-Doane Expedit ion 
traversed into the Yellowstone region for 
further explorat ion.13 Their published work in 
news outlets informed and inspired U.S. 
Representat ive Will iam D. Kelley to init iate the 
movement that ult imately resulted in the 
establishment of Yellowstone National Park. 
The Hayden Geological Survey of 1871 further 
supported Kelly?s efforts for a nat ional park.14 
This comprehensive report detail ing the 
features of Yellowstone convinced the United 
States Congress to remove the region from 
public auct ion. In fact, Hayden?s survey 
included sight ings of destruct ive 
front ier-esque behavior. Haines argues that 
?the process of subduing the Yellowstone 
wilderness had been begun in the style of the 
American front ier?  and surely it  would have 
gone the way of many another prist ine 
locality? had it  not been made into a nat ional 
park.15 The expedit ions i l luminating the 
richness and diversity of Yellowstone 
culminated in the United States government?s 
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[We] found the most gigantic hot springs we had 
seen. They were situated along the river bank, and 
discharged so much hot water that the river was 
blood-warm a quarter of a mile below. One of the 
springs was two hundred and fifty feet in diameter, 
and had every indication of sprouting powerfully at 
times?  although we experienced no bad effects from 
the passing through the ?Valley of Death,? yet we 
were not disposed to dispute the propriety of giving 
it that name.12
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decision to establish Yellowstone National Park 
through the Act of Dedicat ion in 1872. Under 
the ?exclusive control of the Secretary of the 
Interior,? Yellowstone National Park became 
the first  federal inst itut ion of its kind.16 
Moreover, the creat ion of Yellowstone sparked 
a bigger phenomenon now known as the 
United States Park Movement. Thus turning 
Yellowstone into a nat ional park was a 
monumental achievement, but many 
unforeseen challenges lay ahead.  

Early Administ rat ion (1872 ? 1886) 

In the fledgling years of Yellowstone as a 
nat ional park, the administrat ion faced a 
number of obstacles. The United States 
government had virtually no previous 
experience in dealing with a nat ional park. 
Historian Richard Bart lett  reflects that ?the 
creat ion of Yellowstone National Park was an 
experiment in government; administering such 
a region hardly fell within [tradit ional arenas of 
U.S. government authority] ?  with no 
experience to fall back on, the first  
administrators had no profound underlying 
philosophy to guide them in [administering the 
park].?17 In other words, the first  few park 
superintendents experienced trial by fire. 
Through their failures, they helped identify 
policy areas crucial to the successful 
maintenance of a nat ional park. Moreover, 
their struggles ushered in the era of 
administrat ion by the U.S. Army, which proved 
to be a turning point for the growth of 
Yellowstone. Nathaniel Langford, the park?s 
first  superintendent, suffered from a lack of 
financial and legislat ive resources to effect ively 
regulate the park. The creat ion of the park 
drew national attent ion toward Yellowstone, 
which naturally led to an influx of visitors to 
the area. Unfortunately, the tragedy of the 
commons, whereby a common unregulated 
resource is drained by the individual behavior 
of those who benefit  from it , occurred in full 
force. The visitors exploited the park?s wildlife 
to the point where it  ?cause[d] harm to the 
area.?18 When Langford turned to Congress for 

public funds to install a policing force, he was 
completely turned down.19 Historians 
speculate that Congress had likely only agreed 
to create Yellowstone if no cost was init ially 
incurred. Yellowstone historian Hiram 
Chittenden explains that, ?Congress would not 
have created this reservat ion had it  not 
believed that no addit ional public burden was 
to be incurred thereby.?20 Langford?s hands 
were t ied. In addit ion, due to the lack of policy 
precedent for nat ional parks, Langford was 
unable to enact legislat ion to regulate the 
park.21 To make matters worse, since the 
superintendent job did not pay a salary, 
Langford l ived outside of Yellowstone and had 
a day job as a bank examiner. As a result , his 
t ime actually in the park was limited, which 
contributed to the dysfunct ion of park 
regulat ion.22 Ult imately, Langford was removed 
from the post in 1877 after earning a 
reputat ion as ineffect ive. The next 
superintendent, Philetus W. Norris, better 
handled the issues that plagued Langford and 
left  a much greater administrat ive mark on 
Yellowstone. In the domain of protect ion of 
resources, Norris set regulat ions to out law 
poaching and exploitat ion of wildlife. In a 
report to the secretary of the interior, Norris 
states that, ?during the spring of 1875, more 
than 2,000 elk hides, plus many bighorn sheep 
and antelope hides, had been taken from the 
park, and hundreds of bison and moose had 
been slaughtered.?23 To fight this 
endangerment of wildlife, Norris created a set 
of policies, which included the restrict ion of 
long-range rifles and the domesticat ion of 
certain wildlife, such as the bison.24 Moreover, 
he secured funding from Congress to hire a 
gamekeeper to enforce the regulat ions.25 In the 
domain of scient ific study within the park, 
Norris ? who was the ?ethnologist, zoologist, 
archaeologist, and geologist [of ] the park? ? 
contributed greatly to the scient ific 
understanding of the ecological niches of the 
park. This knowledge, both quantitat ive and 
qualitat ive, enabled the introduct ion of more 
informed administrat ive policies for the park. 

PRESERVING THE SPIRIT OF NATIONAL PARKS
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Norris oversaw the construct ion of fences, 
roads, and ut i l i ty buildings. In addit ion, he 
built  the first  administrat ive buildings in the 
park that protected the park from vandalism, 
increased accessibil ity for visitors and officials, 
and provided basic services to the public.26     
Norris?s leadership of the park was cut short in 
1882 due to polit ical pressures stemming from 
the 1880 presidential elect ion.27 He left  a 
powerful legacy by sett ing a posit ive precedent 
on how to place the park onto a track of 
effect ive administrat ion. However, his work 
was almost undone over the next decade by a 
combination of external pressures, events, and 
the short and limited reigns of three ineffect ive 
successors.28 During this period, railroad and 
mining interests lobbied the government to 
enter the park. Moreover, the park direly lacked 
federal support on both financial and policy 
fronts due to its low legislat ive priority.29 As a 
result , there was a substant ial increase in park 
policy violat ions, which ranged from vandalism 
to poaching, within the park.30 Fortunately for 
Yellowstone, the U.S. government turned 
control of the park to the U.S. Army in 1886 as 
a last resort. This ended the era of early park 
administrat ion, which, though mostly 
ineffect ive, provided a necessary start ing 
baseline for future park management 
endeavors.  United States Army Administrat ion 
(1886 ? 1916) 

     After Congress decided not to appropriate 
any money for the superintendent of 
Yellowstone, the Interior Department turned to 
the army to preserve the nat ional park. Over 
the course of the next 30 years, the U.S. Army 
broke new ground in administrat ive policy for 
Yellowstone. Moreover, the army?s policies 
became the paradigm from which subsequent 
nat ional park policies were derived. The army 
arrived at an abused and endangered 
Yellowstone in 1886. Bart lett  recounts that 
?the park was indeed in a chaotic state. 
Tourists were more prevalent than ever, drifters 
located their tents or lean-tos wherever their 
inclinat ions directed, and there was no 
sat isfactory enforcement of regulat ions.?31 

While the army?s potent ial for efficient 
management of a park was unproven, there 
were no doubts about their abil ity to enforce 
their policies. Bart lett  emphasizes that ?the 
?army way? involved regulat ions, good, bad, and 
stupid, and by the Eternal, they were to be 
enforced.?32 Over the course of their control of 
the park, the army experienced great 
administrat ive success. Rydell evaluates that 
?while there were some setbacks?  the military 
succeeded to a large extent in protect ing the 
park?s natural curiosit ies and much of its 
wildlife and in building an infrastructure of 
administrat ive facil it ies that is st i l l  in use 
today.?33 Before analyzing the policies 
involved, it  is important to understand the 
factors that contributed to the successful reign 
of the army. First, the army brought its tough 
brand of discipline that mandated 
responsibil ity and enforcement of rules. This 
brought credence to the policies that it  created 
and garnered respect from Congress and 
civil ians alike. Furthermore, the army had 
sufficient manpower to do the aforementioned 
enforcement throughout the ent ire park. The 
number of stat ioned officials in the park at any 
t ime was at least 34 men and reached as high 
as 136 men.34 Finally, the military 
superintendents were generally ?good 
managers of people? and capable.35 Bart lett  
reflects that ?the officers appear to have been 
brusque, spit-and-polish men who went by the 
book and yet possessed the intell igence to 
recognize that the command was handling a 
peacetime policing act ion, not a military 
operat ion against an enemy.?36 Thus, these 
factors empowered the army to achieve their 
main administrat ive goals ? namely to fight 
vandalism, establish wildlife and resource 
management, and set tourism policies.                

    In the fight against vandalism, the army built  
a series of forts and outposts to monitor park 
act ivity. Most notably, Fort Yellowstone was 
built  in 1891 to quarter the troops patroll ing 
the park.37 This fort , along with many other 
smaller outposts, provided permanent 
residence for the troops working in the park. 

          TIM WANG
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1916, the 72 bison herd roaming the park was 
the last remaining wild herd in the United 
States.39 Along these same lines, the army 
restocked the park?s rivers and lakes with fish, 
with up to 150,000 trout and salmon 
introduced by 1890.40 Over the course of their 
administrat ion, the army added an est imated 9 
mill ion fish.41 Meanwhile, the network of 
troopers in the park prevented poaching and 
exploitat ion of natural resources. A poaching 
incident in Yellowstone direct ly influenced the 
passage of the Lacey Act in 1900, the first  
federal law protect ing wildlife.42 This 
monumental law banned ?all hunting, or the 
kil l ing, wounding, or capturing at any t ime of 
any bird or wild animal [except to protect 
human life],?43 and provided the legal backing 
to effect ively enforce preservat ion regulat ions. 

The army also addressed tourism and public 

The army implemented year-round patrols 
from strategically placed outposts. The 
increased permanent presence proved to be 
effect ive in reducing vandalism in the park.  
           While the views concerning wildlife and 
resource management policy varied slight ly 
among army superintendents, there was a 
common goal of protect ing wildlife. Some were 
in favor of absolute protect ion of wildlife, as 
part of the larger ?Yellowstone Crusade? 
movement, while others were more in favor of 
the enjoyment of the wildlife as natural 
curiosit ies.38 However, even the less stringent 
superintendents, such as Frazier Boutelle, had 
policies that reflected the administrat ion?s 
appreciat ion for wildlife. For example, the army 
administrat ion worked to preserve the bison 
populat ion in the early 1900s. They built  a 
buffalo ranch and hired a salaried buffalo 
keeper to replenish the wild herd. In fact, by 

PRESERVING THE SPIRIT OF NATIONAL PARKS
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access to the area. The administrat ion l imited 
the influence of private enterprise in the park. 
The first  superintendent, Moses Harris, stated 
that he was ?very forcibly impressed with the 
danger to which [the park] is subjected by the 
greed of private enterprise.?44 Because the 
threat was keenly recognized by the park 
administrat ion, private enterprise never took 
major hold within the park. 

Tourism in the park 
increased 

exponent ial ly at  the 
beginning of the twent ieth 

century, which, in turn, 
caused a myriad of problems.

 To account for all the visitors, the 
administrat ion established a registrat ion 
system through outposts throughout the park. 
Also, the army dealt  with the issues of unclean 
campsites by creat ing permanent 
campgrounds, so camping could be more 
closely regulated. In part icular, these campsites 
were created with the support of the Interior 
Department at the Upper Geyser Basin, 
Yellowstone Lake, and Canyon.45 Another issue 
that accompanied the tourists was the lack of 
visitor facil it ies. By the early 1900s, the Army 
Corps of Engineers had built  roads and trails to 
improve visitor access to points of interests, 
such as Lone Star Geyser and Inspirat ion 
Point.46 Finally, viewing facil it ies and 
outhouses were also built  to improve the 
visitor experience, and informational signs 
were put up around the park for direct ions and 
to improve visitor safety. Many of these 
improvements great ly benefited both the park 
and the American public.             

      The Buffalo Soldiers also played an 
essential role in park administrat ion. The 
Buffalo Soldiers were African Americans who 
served in specific army regiments at the t ime.47 
During the army?s reign in Yellowstone, many 
Buffalo Soldiers served as the earliest form of 

park rangers. In addit ion, they developed the 
park infrastructure, created maps, fought 
wildfires, and thwarted poachers.48 A 
legislat ive representat ive for the National 
Parks Conservat ion Associat ion stated, ?What I 
think is important about [the Buffalo soldiers? 
stories] is that the early American West was a 
far more diverse place than we originally 
believed. African Americans have always been 
in these parks and on these Western 
landscapes, far more than we knew.?49       

     By 1916, given the combination of the 
relat ive maturity of Yellowstone and pressing 
external needs for military force, the army 
handed the administrat ion of the park back to 
civil ians. The policies implemented by the 
army stabil ized the park in terms of resource 
management and rule enforcement. At that 
point, it  would have been unfair to the army for 
them to continue administering the park, as 
that would continue to apply their 
appropriat ions from Congress toward the 
responsibil it ies of the Interior Department.50 
In addit ion, wars such as the Mexican 
Revolut ion and Civil War in the 1910s 
pressured the army to end their park duty.51 

    Moreover, many conservat ionists and some 
of the Interior Department called for the return 
of Yellowstone to civil ian management.52 As a 
result , the National Parks Service Organic Act 
was passed on August 25, 1916, to establish the 
National Park Service that would work solely in 
the administrat ion of Yellowstone and the 35 
other nat ional parks at the t ime.53  Legacy Over 
the course of 30 years, the United States Army 
left  an everlast ing impression on both 
Yellowstone National Park and the ent ire 
nat ional parks system. Their administrat ion of 
the park helped to legit imize its management 
and gain nat ional reverence. Historian Duane 
Hampton comments that while the army had 
?lit t le to do with the establishment of 
Yellowstone? it  had much to do with [its] 
preservat ion.?54 As a testament to the 
contribut ion of the army, notable 
conservat ionists John Muir and Robert 
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Underwood Johnson were both openly 
impressed by the army?s work and in turn 
called for military control of the ent ire public 
domain.55 To help ease the transit ion process, a 
small group of 21 veterans remained behind in 
Yellowstone as permanent, salaried park 
rangers.56 They proved crit ical to the early 
years of civil ian administrat ion because they 
were already experienced in managing the 
park. This empowered the National Park 
Service to refine and build upon the army?s 
administrat ive policies in order to display and 
preserve Yellowstone?s natural magnificence.    

    Since the National Park Service has taken 
over, they have inst ituted new policies and 
revised preexist ing ones to adapt to the 
changing t imes and needs of the American 
people. However, the fundamental guiding 
principles of the park, especially regarding 
preservat ion and management, remained 
constant from the period of army 
administrat ion. In fact, the very bil l that 
created the National Park Service was heavily 
influenced by the spirit  of army administrat ion 
in Yellowstone. The bil l aimed to protect the 
park through regulat ions and conservat ion, 
while st i l l  providing the opportunity for the 
American people to experience the natural 
magnificence of the nat ional parks. The bil l 
specifically states: 

This mindset, along with many administrat ive 
policies, has been successfully applied to other 
major nat ional parks around the country, such 
as Yosemite, Sequoia, and General Grant.58 
While the army administrat ion in Yellowstone 
fulfi l led its duty of preserving a beautiful piece 
of nature, it  achieved the far greater goal of 
preserving the very idea and spirit  of nat ional 
parks. By protect ing the first  nat ional park, the 

army established transformative legislat ive and 
cultural precedents. 

This influence is apt ly summarized by the 
National Park Service?s own rendit ion of its 
history: 

Essentially, Yellowstone became the paradigm 
for the nat ional parks idea, which gradually 
took hold in the consciousness of the American 
public. Since then, the National Park Service 
has grown significant ly in size and influence. 
Today, the nat ional parks system contains over 
400 areas, which covers over 84 mill ion acres 
across all 50 states.60 Regardless of the 
changing t imes, the spirit  of the Yellowstone 
policies under the army remains firmly 
embedded in the core values of the National 
Park Service. Thus, over the course of its 30 
year administrat ion, the army not only saved 
Yellowstone National Park but elevated and 
empowered all nat ional U.S. parks for 
generat ions to come. 

PRESERVING THE SPIRIT OF NATIONAL PARKS

[The NPS?s] fundamental purpose [is to] 
conserve the scenery and the natural and 
historic objects and the wild life therein and to 
provide for the enjoyment of the same in such 
manner and by such means as we will leave 
them unimpaired for the enjoyment of future 
generations.57 

The national park idea was part of a new view 
of the nation?s responsibility for the public 
domain. By the end of the 1800s, many 
thoughtful people no longer believed that 
wilderness should be fair game for the first 
person who could claim and plunder it. They 
believed its fruits were the rightful possession 
of all the people, including those yet unborn.59  
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