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NOTE: 
A massive thank you to everyone who  

wrote articles! There’s a fantastic range 
 of subjects within this topic, and I hope 

people enjoy reading the variety of articles 
produced by History Society.  

                                                                  -FRANCESCA HORGAN 

 
This Month: 

On the 2nd October, it will be 150 years since the birth of 

Mahatma Gandhi. Gandhi fought for Indian Independence 

from British imperialism. He started his career as a lawyer in 

South Africa, but upon returning to India focussed on 

moving India towards independence. The most notable 

aspect of his fight for independence was his non-violent 

methods: using his power when leading the Indian National 

Congress to organises nonviolent civil disobedience, 

working with a variety of classes as a nationwide campaign 

for self-rule. Gandhi’s non-violent tactics went onto inspire 

other movements such as Civil Rights (and other minority 

rights) in America.  

 
Book Recommendation 

STALINGRAD  

This book recalls the events leading up to and of the Battle of Stalingrad that took 

place from 23rd August 1942 to 2nd February 1943 between the German forces  

and its allies against the Soviet Union. By the Spring of 1942 the Germans 

 had been unable to defeat the Russians with Operation Barbarossa  

but they had managed to capture vast expanses of territory including 

Ukraine, Belarus, and the Baltic republics. As the war was progress- 

-ing Hitler became more confident that he could wipe out the 

 Soviet Union and so began a final campaign to infiltrate  

and destroy the rest of Russia. If you have an innate  

desire to discover more about the specific battles of 

 WW2 then this is an excellent one to pick up.  

It provides a lengthy and detailed depiction  

which means once you have started 

this book it is hard to put down.  
 

MIA CLARK 

  

 



 
  

WOMEN IN THE 
RUSSIAN REVOLUTION 

Historians, by and large, concur that the February 
Revolution started in Petrograd on International 
Women's Day, 23 February 1917. This was when a 
great number of women from all various backgrounds 
rampaged the streets, requesting bread and 
increased apportions for fighters' families. There is, be 
that as it may, contradiction with respect to whether 
the women driven exhibitions were spontaneous, or 
whether they were a consequence of cognisant 
political activity. The previous view will, in general, 
make light of the job of women in the Revolution, 
painting them as incautious and politically backwards. 
 
The Women's Day demonstrations are frequently 
remembered as the principle (and even sole) case of 
women’s contribution in the Revolution. Yet studies 
show that women activists and labourers assumed a 
vital job all through 1917. In the months paving the 
way to the October Revolution, for instance, working 
class women and Bolshevik activists arranged various 
strikes and revolts to challenge the continuation of the 
war and poor working conditions. During the October 
Revolution, women fighters guarded the Winter 
Palace against the Bolsheviks. Women’s forces had 
been built up before in 1917 on the authorisation of 
Alexander Kerensky, pioneer of the Provisional 
Government, to battle in World War I and to disgrace 
men into joining the military. 

The first, and most well-known, of these contingents, 
the ‘Women's Battalion of Death', was built up and 
driven by Maria Bochkareva, an uneducated peasant 
from Siberia.  
 
Nevertheless, a few women fought for the Red Army in 
army jobs and even held high positions. One such 
model is Rozaliia Samoilovna Zemliachka, a senior 
military commissar on the Southern Front and 
Northern Front who was nicknamed 'Bloody Rosa' by 
the British. As well as taking up a role in the fighting, a 
small yet a significant number of Bolshevik women 
were selected as political workers, whose assignment 
was to inform Red Army fighters on governmental 
issues. While ladies additionally battled with the White 
Armies, their numbers were significantly smaller and 
the Whites didn't effectively select ladies for battle 
jobs. 
 
The primary years of Bolshevik control carried 
generous changes to the lives of numerous women. 
Alexandra Kollontai, as People's Commissar for Social 
Welfare and the principal women in the Bolshevik 
Government, was instrumental in improving women's 
privileges. She had documented widely on the 
'women question' preceding the Revolution and was a 
promoter for sexual freedom. 
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  The Family Code of 1918 gave women equivalent 

status to men, conceded ill-conceived children 
indistinguishable lawful rights as legitimate children, 
secularised marriage, and enabled a couple to take 
either the spouse or wife's name once wedded. 
Divorce became attainable, abortion was sanctioned 
in 1920, and community facilities for childcare were 
presented with the point of helping women deal with 
household work. Then in 1919, a Women's Bureau 
(Zhenotdel) was set up. At first driven by Alexandra 
Kollontai, Inessa Armand and Nadezhda Krupskaia, its 
motivation was to spread purposeful publicity among 
common labourer ladies and endeavour to connect 
with them in open life and the revolutionary 
procedure.  
 
The Zhenotdel likewise looked to advance proficiency 
and training among women in Central Asia. Without a 
sizeable working class in Central Asia, the Soviets 
trusted that Muslim ladies, as the most persecuted 
group in the regions man-centric structure, could 
progress toward becoming operators of social 
change. Muslim ladies as operators of the revolution 
were entrusted with carrying communist qualities to 
customary pre-capitalist society. Their endeavours to 
target women in the region were to a great extent met 
with opposition – partly because of the historical 
backdrop of Russian colonisation in the district – and 
added to developing enemy of Soviet inclination. 
 

The changes to improve ladies' lives were however 
fleeting. By the mid-to-late-1920s, both public and 
party frames of mind towards family arrangement 
had turned out to be increasingly conservative. 
During the 1930s, Stalin reversed a considerable 
lot of the rights allowed to women and families in 
the 1918 Family Code. Abortion was banned, 
divorce turned out to be amazingly hard to acquire, 
and the law on the privileges of illegitimate 
children was denied. Stalin likewise shut the 
Zhenotdel (the gathering's Women's Bureau) in 
1930 on the premise that ladies' liberation had 
been accomplished in the Soviet Union and the 
division was along these lines never again required. 
Regardless of this, all through the whole history of 
the Soviet Union, women established (by and large) 
just 3–4% of the gathering's Central Committee. 
The early Communist vision of women's equality 
and freedom – where ladies would have the option 
to work in any profession and common 
establishments would assume liability for 
childrearing and housekeeping – was rarely 
completely figured it out. As accentuation moved 
back towards the conventional family during the 
1930s, ladies were looked with the twofold weight 
of joining domestic obligations with (regularly 
strenuous) all-day work. 
 
So did women have an impactful effect on Russia 
during the 1917 revolution? Well it’s clear that they 
definitely had a significant role in the 
demonstrations and the fighting that followed in 
the Civil War. When the revolution started on 
International Women’s Day in 1917 this would not 
be last time women participated in the revolution. 
They fought on both sides of the revolution and the 
Civil War whilst simultaneously fighting for their 
own rights. However, despite their efforts, as seen 
with many dictatorships around the world today, 
they were continuously denied their rights and 
conservative opinions remained. 
 
BY ALICE NEWSHOLME 
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  HOW MY HERITAGE IS 

AFFECTED BY THE 
NAGORNO-KARABAKH 

CONFLICT 
We live in a political period where society seems to 
believe that the most prescient trait which shapes you 
as an individual is the heritage you are born with and 
the religion you conform to. Despite this, I have always 
found my Azeri heritage to be a source of pride, 
because combined with my English culture and the 
fond memories of living abroad in the Middle East and 
America, it has helped to shape me in the way that I 
think, speak and communicate with others. This pride 
of heritage is something that as a budding historian I 
can track back to my great grandmother, Zarangiz. 
Zarangiz was born on May 21st 1921, at a time when 
the world was just beginning to get back up on its feet 
after the loss of thirty-seven million people from 
World War I. Zarangiz’s birth was just a year after 
Allied forces recognised the Republic of Azerbaijan as 
a veritable state, following Supreme Court 
proceedings, occurring after a long three years of 
Bolsheviks sparring with Ottomans over the 
ownership and control of the land, despite 
Azerbaijan’s previous declaration of independence. 
She grew up amongst the resplendent pastoral 
scenes found in Karabakh, an Azeri enclave of historic 
land in the South Caucasus. Karabakh means ‘black 
garden’ in Azeri, however this has been disputed by 
historians such as Ahmad Kasravi on the basis that 
Karabakh’s pastoral scenes were not synonymous to 
such a description. Hence, a new theory has been 
developed that Karabakh means ‘large mountains’, 
from Harzani dialect of archaic Azeri language as was 
spoken in Iranian Azerbaijan centuries ago. The first 
mention of the area was in the 13th to 14th century 
within sources such as the Georgian Chronicles and 
records of Mongol invasions. The enclave once 
boasted rolling green hills and pastel skies which 
were so renowned for their health properties, they 
saw tourists ailed with diseases flocking in from all 
parts of the East. My mother recalls the many stories 
of people who had lived beyond a hundred years in 
 

Karabakh, which her grandmother used to 
recall whilst cooking the multitude of delicious 
delicacies for the gathering of the family at 
every meal. These naturalistic scenes would 
soon be annihilated by the collapse of the 
Soviet Union, when at the age of 67 years old, 
Zarangiz would act as witness to the offensive 
Armenia would begin against Azerbaijan for 
the prize of Karabakh. 
 
Throughout the rest of the 20th century, 
Armenia continued to push the front against 
Karabakh, slaughtering hundreds of 
thousands of pregnant women, innocent 
children and wrecking destruction upon the 
once peaceful land. This struggle for 
Azerbaijan’s rightful territory still endures to 
this day, as countless generations of soldiers 
lay their life down in the hopes that their efforts 
will allow their children to one day return to 
Karabakh. Karabakh’s scenery has been 
ravaged by warfare, the thousands of Azeri 
inhabitants which once occupied it have been 
either killed or forced to flee, and many still 
wait with bated breath for the day they will be 
able to return. My great grandmother died in 
2007, never to return to her home again, but 
her impact has reached far beyond her family. 
Like Karabakh, she was the very heartbeat of 
our family and though I only met her as an 
infant, her beautiful memory and all of the time 
she devoted to protecting her children and 
grandchildren will forever be ingrained into 
mine.  
 
My great grandmother’s hope and strength is 
one of many traits which makes me proud to 
be from Azerbaijan. Azerbaijan has been 
named the land of fire for centuries, because 
its people are made of the same resistance 
and passion that creates empires out of 
civilisations. The fight for Karabakh may have 
not ended in victory yet, but we will continue 
to fight to return to her embrace once more. 
 
GOVHAR DADASHOVA 
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HISTORICAL FILM RECOMMENDATIONS 

SELMA (2014, DIR. AVA DUVERNAY) 
A historical film drama based on the 1965 Selma to Montgomery voting 
rights marches. The film follows Martin Luther King and the progression 
of the civil rights movement under the president Lyndon B. Johnson. 
Particularly commended for the gripping and emphatic storytelling in 
comparison to many biographic films. Selma is particularly interesting 
for History A-Level students, but is of interest for anyone: telling the 
story of one of the most important times in American history.  

THE FAVOURITE (2018, DIR. YORGOS LANTHIMOS) 

*RATED 15, NOT FOR YOUNGER YEARS  
A period black comedy set in the early 18th century based on Queen 
Anne, and two cousins who are vying to be the Court favourite of the 

Queen. The film certainly takes creative liberties with the relationships 
between the characters, particularly the nature of the relationships 

between the Queen and Lady Sarah, and Abigail. The contrast between 
the period setting and the somewhat unusual satirical comedy make the 

film both interesting and entertaining.   The Favourite was critically 
acclaimed across the board for screenplay, direction, acting, 

cinematography and costume design: winning a variety of awards last 
year.   

FRANCESCA HORGAN 

 



 
 
  

WHAT WAS SO GREAT ABOUT  

Alexander the Great? 
Having reformed the Ancient Macedonian Army; 
defeated the Greek city-states of Athens; and 
Thebes and established the League of Corinth - 
Philip II of Macedon proved himself an impressive 
man. His military record could put to shame many 
leaders who are arguably better known such as 
Napoleon. However, it is his son Alexander of 
Macedon who snatches the title of Great in this 
illustrious family.  
 
Alexander was just twenty when he succeeded his 
father as effective ruler of Greece and Macedon in 
336BC. His own achievements during the twelve 
remaining years of his life easily eclipsed that of 
his fathers: notably his conquest of the Persian 
Empire (the global super-power of the day) and 
lands as far as Northern India. Despite a host of 
different military challenges, he never suffered 
more than a minor setback. Many people in his 
day, mind you including Alexander himself, could 
see the parallels between him and Achilles (the 
Homeric hero of the Trojan War who was the 
greatest of all the Greek Warriors) which only 
helped to boost his legacy as a great military 
genius.  
 
Alexander was fortunate to inherit from his father 
the most effective fighting force in the ancient 
world. Philip had achieved seemingly a revolution 
in military affairs by transforming the traditional 
Macedonian citizen army, which was little more 
than a bunch of semi-barbarous riff-raff and 
greedy noble man looking to win victory, into a 
professional, highly trained fighting force that 
owned allegiance to its monarch rather than to 
narrow self-interest. Crucially he introduced a 
number of technical and tactical innovations - 
without the strategist and military brilliance of 
Philip the conquests of Alexander would have 
been impossible. Alexander continued the good 
work by adapting his troops to different forms of 
warfare, such as smaller units of light cavalry.  
 
 

In his own right Alexander can be viewed as an 
impressive military commander and strategist; 
from historian such as Arrian (writing in the 2nd 
century AD), we know Alexander had the 
abilities to process large amounts of 
information quickly, moral courage, an even 
temper, determination and an understanding 
of humanity. Yet perhaps his greatest attribute 
was the ability to recognise the decisive point 
of a fight and act accordingly. The battle of 
Granicus, in 331BC really shows Alexander in 
his best light. He targeted the most vulnerable 
point of the Persian line with a perfectly time 
attack with his heavy cavalry which swiftly won 
them the battle. 
 
So Alexander’s list of military abilities is 
extensive. And these attributes helped him 
conquer Persia, Egypt, Syria, Mesopotamia, 
Bactria and the Punjab all in the short span of 
twelve years. However, while yes, he may be 
regard as ‘great’ just from the sheer scale of his 
conquering, he also left a more closely 
connected world behind him that could trade 
and communicate more efficiently than ever 
before. 
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antiquity. This is one of the biggest cultural 
locations of the world. 
 
So why was Alexander the Great, ‘Great’? 
Well, firstly, many conquered lands retained 
the Greek influence Alexander introduced, 
and several cities he founded remain 
important cultural centres even today. The 
period of history from his death to 31 BC, 
when his empire folded, would come to be 
known as the Hellenistic period, from 
‘Hellazein’, which means, ‘to speak Greek or 
identify with the Greeks’. Alexander the Great 
is revered as one of the most powerful and 
influential leader the ancient world ever 
produced.  

BY POLLY FORRESTER  
 
 

He also gave the region their common language of 
Greek. As a teenager, Alexander was tutored by 
Aristotle. He taught him much about geography, 
politics and medicine which greatly influenced him 
even whilst he was conquering. On his conquests, 
Alexander brought with him historians and 
geographers to document and spread the word 
about the different societies and cultures they 
encounter as they fought their way across the 
known world.  
 
As well as razing cities at an alarming pace, 
Alexander also founded about twenty new ones. 
The most famous and enduring is Alexandria 
(obviously named after its founder) on the coast of 
the Nile Delta. Here, Alexander had his architects 
built a grand city along Greek lines. Alexandria later 
developed into a cosmopolitan port, with schools, 
theatres and one of the great libraries of  
 
 

In 1532 Francisco Pizarro and a group of Spaniards arrived in Peru. They, like Hernan Cortes back in 1521 
with the Aztec empire, wanted to take over the Incan empire and claim its vast amounts of gold and other 
valuable items.  
 
One of the reasons why the Incas may have lost would be due to the fact that they had just been through a 
civil war. The Incas leader Huayna Capac had just died of smallpox and so the throne went to either one of 
his two living sons. Huascar and Atahualpa. This then led to a civil war as both brothers fought for the throne 
which Atahualpa eventually won. An invasion after just getting a new king (the sapa Inca) and having a civil 
war must have brought down there defences. 
 
My second point is that the Spanish had swords, horses and many other weapons the Incan empire didn’t 
have. Even though Francisco Pizarro only had originally 160 men those men had a cavalry and foot soldiers, 
as well as lances for the cavalry, swords for the foot soldiers, bows and arrows and crossbows. However, the 
Incas only had weapons like bronze tipped spears, wooden swords, axes and slings that threw stones and 
other items. The Spanish also had much more experience with oversea battles, were as the Incas were quite 
cut off from the oversea world as they lived high up in the Andes. 

          BY ROMILLY PHILLIPS 
 
 

THE INCANS: 
CIVIL WAR AND INVASION 
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CHINESE  
 

It could be said almost certainly that 20th century did 
not change any country as much as it has changed 
China. In the timeframe of the first 50 years of the 20th 
century China has miraculously transformed from an 
imperial system to a communist state. Naturally, that 
remarkable transition did not go as smoothly as one 
would wish, and so for the duration of the first half of 
the 20th century China has practically turned into a 
warfare camp, witnessing many revolts, deaths and 
changes. 
 
THE QING DYNASTY (AND ITS FALL) 
By the 20th century, public discontent and mass civil 
disorder began growing continuously, threatening 
the already unstable dynasty’s power. Some pursued 
the regionalism, and turning China’s regions into 
more stable and independent entities. Some 
demanded modernisation and growth of the 
economy. In order to calm the masses the new 
policies were issued, known as the “Late Qing 
Reform.'' In November 1908 both the emperor and 
the empress had died and emperor’s nephew, Puyi, 
took the throne, taking over the rule of a big country 
at the age of two. 
 
After many not so successful revolts, an uprising, the 
Wuchang Uprising in October 11 1911, was for the 
first time widely supported by military forces. As a 
result, it has succeeded, and so by November of the 
same year 14 out of 15 provinces had rejected the 
Qing’s rule, pushing the Qing to north of China. 
 
THE REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
After the Qing’s rule had collapsed, the province 
 

CIVIL WAR 

delegates gathered in Nanjing, establishing a new 
government of China’s Republic with Sun Yat-sen as 
its provisional head. However, Sun Yat-sen offered 
his leadership post to General Yuan Shikai, an 
official with most military power in China, in 
exchange for Yuan Shikai forcing the abduction of 
young emperor. Having successfully accomplished 
that (by pressuring and bribing Puyi’s adoptive 
mother and officials, who signed the abdication 
papers), Yuan Shikai had become leader in January 
1912. Highly keen on direct military approach, he 
has established a military dictatorship, which 
seemed unsatisfactory to many.  
 
Sun Yat-sen had three main principles: nationalism, 
democracy and livelihood. Pursuing the democratic 
approach to the future of China, he formed the 
Kuomintang political party within the Yuan Shikai’s 
government. As many would have expected, he was 
exiled for that since his democratic views were seen 
as opposition to Yuan’s rule.  
 
THE WARLORD PERIOD 
In 1916, Yuan Shikai proclaimed himself an emperor 
(missing the point of the revolution), and completely 
lost his support. As many would have expected, he 
left and died. However, without Yuan’s military 
forces, there was nothing left to hold China 
together. Instead, the country started breaking 
down into independent self-governing small states 
and provinces. Those regions were controlled by 
warlords, who established their own separate laws 
and even currencies. The states were independent 
and oftentimes hostile, constantly fighting among 
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each other.  
 
Soon Sun Yat-sen (the first leader of the republic of 
China) has returned to the country from his exile, 
establishing a self-proclaimed military government 
under the Kuomintang party. His democratic views 
attracted many, including the new communist party 
(CCP), who had formed an alliance with Kuomintang 
party in 1922.  
 
THE FIRST UNITED FRONT 
The two parties had established a military alliance - 
United Front, in order to defeat the warlords and unite 
fragmented China. Very inconveniently and 
unexpectedly, Sun Yat-sen had died in 1925. After the 
successful defeat of warlords by the United Front and 
the death of Sun Yat-sen, the sun has set on the 
cooperation of the Kuomintang and the Communist 
party. 
 
COMMUNISTS VS THE KUOMINTANG  
After uniting China, the cooperation with the 
communist party was no longer crucial. Chiang Kai-
Sheck became leader after the death of Sun, despite 
the protests of many. He saw communists as a threat, 
since they were trying to foment the socialist 
revolution among the peasants, and initiated the 
White Terror against the communists. Thousands of 
communists were killed in the process and the 
communist party was on the verge of destruction. 
Meanwhile, Chiang was so focused on pursuing 
communists and keeping the power, that he failed to 
implement Sun’s reforms. Social and political unease 
and class tensions destabilised China further, and so 
in 1931 Japan successfully invaded Manchuria, the 
northern region of China.   
 
As the civil war went on, communists found 
themselves encircled by nationalist forces. In order to 
escape, they set out on a dangerous journey in 1934, 
led by Mao Zedong, to rebase themselves in the 
northern mountains of China. This event was called 
the Long March. It lasted for almost a year, and only 
about 10% of the initial forces have survived - the 
losses during the march were devastating.  
 
Despite that, communists survived and were 
successful at gaining the support of the peasants, 
setting up bases in the villages, and recruiting 
peasants. 
 
THE SECOND UNITED FRONT 
Chiang Kai-Sheck was determined in pursuing the 
communists north, however was forced to form a 
Second United Front with the communist party to 
address the Japanese invasion. 

Second United Front with the communist party to 
address the Japanese invasion. 
 
Japan declared war on both parties of China in 
1937, a year later.  
 
Since Kuomintang held most of the cities and most 
territory, they took the heaviest blow of the 
Japanese invasion. They lost control of many cities, 
causing huge dissatisfaction among the public. For 
example, while retreating, the nationalists 
intentionally flooded one of the highly populated 
cities in order to stop or slow down the Japanese 
advancement, killing 400,000 to 500,000 civilians. 
The communists, on the other hand, led successful 
battles in northern villages, gaining even  more 
support and advantage. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
THE DEFEAT OF NATIONALISTS 
After Japanese surrender in 1945, US ambassador 
initiated negotiations between the two parties, 
which agreed to form a united government and a 
united army.  However, the negotiations were never 
finished and the territory liberation race began, both 
parties trying to claim as much land as possible. 
 
Soviet Union troops invaded Manchuria (the 
northern region of China that has been occupied by 
Japan) and handed it over to the CCP. Despite US’s 
claims about staying neutral it has been supporting 
the nationalists.  
 
After a long period of fighting, by 1948 Chiang was 
no longer able to keep control of the huge Chinese 
territory and could no longer continue to supply 
Manchuria. Soon Manchuria fell to communists, and 
in January 1949 Tianjin and Beijing fell to CCP as 
well. After a series of successful battles, on 1st 
October 1949 Mao established the People’s 
Republic of China. 
 
 
 

10 



 
 
  

Chiang Kai-Seck and the Kuomintang party had 
retreated to the island of Taiwan, leaving the Chinese 
mainland. Finally, the China became communist. 
 
Even though the CCP was clearly the victor, technically 
the civil war has never ended, as no peace treaty was 
signed. Until the 70th, on the United Nations China 
was represented by the Kuomintang party, now 
situated on the Taiwan island.  
 
BUT WAS IT WORTH IT? 
The Civil War, having lasted for so long, had a massive 
impact on the Chinese people and the Chinese 
economy. The Nationalist government has been 
spending many resources on military and corruption, 
printing more paper money to solve the problem, and 
causing a huge inflation of currency. The war was 
detrimental to China’s already unstable economy. 
 
The number of casualties during the Civil War was 
extremely high. In late 1948, the 150-day communist 
siege of Changchun caused 160,000 civilians to die of 
hunger and 30,000 died after being trapped between 
the city walls and the communist lines. That is only one 
 
 

example, however it shows an overwhelming 
number of civilian deaths. The medical services 
and military conditions were of a very low quality, 
resulting in high number of casualties in the front. 
Including victims that were murdered under the 
accusations of being communist/Kuomintang 
supporter, and thousands of deaths caused by 
hunger, the total estimated death toll is around 
8,000,000–11,700,000.  
 
Many people tend to think of the Kuomintang 
party as more humane than the CCP, however it 
would be fair to point out that neither political 
organisations were democratic and both parties 
used violence and arms in order to gain power.  
Perhaps, all those deaths were necessary to 
overturn the history of China and make into an 
industrialised centre of trade and production. 
Perhaps, the long-lasting war was a social and 
economic setback, from which it took decades 
for the country to recover.  
 

       
      BY POLI MARKOVA 

 
 
 

THE DEVELOPMENT AND USE OF BIOLOGICAL 
WEAPONS IN CONFLICTS ACROSS THE WORLD  

 Biological warfare: a controversial topic that you 
many not realise has been around since 1200 BC. 
Defined as the use of biological toxins or infectious 
agents such as bacteria, viruses and fungi with the 
intent to kill or incapacitate humans, animals, or 
plants in an act of war. This method of warfare has 
left its mark on society in ways that can only be 
deemed inhumane.  
 
The emergence of biological warfare can be seen in 
early 1500 – 1200 BC from Hittite texts in which 
record that victims of tularaemia were driven into 
enemy occupied lands as an attempt to cause an 
epidemic and allowing a swift and easy capture of 
their land. In 1346 the bodies of Mongol warriors 
who had died due to the plague were thrown over 
the walls of the besieged Crimean City of Kaffa. This 
is not the only recorded case of throwing the 
diseased bodies of animals or humans over city 
walls, in fact during the Middle Ages castles were 
often bombarded by rotting horse corpses and 
decapitated heads in order to create an outbreak of 

walls, in fact during the Middle Ages castles were 
often bombarded by rotting horse corpses and 
decapitated heads in order to create an outbreak of 
virus. Of course, it is most likely that the army 
generals of the Middle Ages did not consider this 
tactic to be a ground-breaking, new and horrific 
method of warfare like we have come to realise it was 
but one cannot deny the ingenuity of it.  
 
Throughout the course of the Pontiac Rebellion in 
1763 the Commander-in-Chief of the British forces, 
Sir Jeffrey Amherst wrote to Colonel Henry Bouquet 
suggesting they infect the Indians with smallpox. 
Bouquet’s response was as follows: “I will try to 
inoculate the [Native American tribe] with some 
blankets that may fall into their hands, and take care 
not to get the disease myself”. This instance became 
known as Bouquet’s blankets and it decimated the 
Native population. It seemed that people had 
suddenly become aware of the effective use of 
biological substances in conflict and its development 
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  suddenly become aware of the effective use of 

biological substances in conflict and its development 
slowly grew.  
 
Biological warfare after the 1900s was used few and 
far in between as the ethical and moral implications 
began to arise. Nevertheless, this did not mean that 
the development of new toxins was stopped. The 
advances made in science and toxicology brought 
with it more sophisticated techniques for 
weaponization. Research into the weaponization of 
anthrax and glanders was done in WW1 by the 
Imperial German Government and in WW2 a BW 
program was established which eventually ensured 
that tularaemia, anthrax, brucellosis and botulism 
toxins had been effectively weaponised. Although 
these were never used in war it was a significant step 
towards the worldwide production of bio-weapons 
as France and Japan began to develop their own.  
 
The biological weapons division of the Japanese 
Army was possibly the most infamous of all. The unit 
was commanded by Lieutenant General Shiro Ishii 
and unlike other programs, this one carried out 
human experimentation. These experiments were 
done of prisoners of war and were often fatal and 
once again unlike other BW units the weapons 
developed here were used against both Chinese  
 

Soldiers and civilians in coming military campaigns. 
For example, in 1940 the Japanese Air Force 
dropped ceramic bombs filled with fleas carrying the 
bubonic plague on Ningbo. It is estimated that 
400,000 people died as a result of Japanese BWs. 
Rather ironically some of their BWs ricocheted back 
to them during the Jiangxi Campaign in 1942 and 
around 1700 troops died. Therefore, the very agents 
that they had developed to kill their enemies quickly 
gave them an untimely death.  
 
Thankfully, today there is little to no use of biological 
warfare due to the Biological and Toxin Weapons 
Convention which was signed by the US, USSR, UK 
and many other nations. This banned the 
‘development, production and stockpiling of 
microbes and their poisonous products except in 
amounts necessary for protective and peaceful 
research.’ Unfortunately, as of September 2018 there 
are still 182 countries that are yet to ratify this treaty.  
The development and use of BWs have brought 
huge ramifications to the armed forces of all 
countries and have changed the way we think about 
combat. Whilst it is no longer as big of a threat as it 
was before there is still a risk that it could be used in 
terrorist activities today and there is no need to 
explain how devastating that would be.  
         BY MIA CLARK 
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TRUE DEMOCRACY OR  
MINDLESS SLAUGHTER? 

POLITICAL CONFLICT IN THE LATE 5TH CENTURY BC 
 

5th century Athens, largely thought of as the birth our own notion of democracy; an age of vast advancement 
in drama, history and philosophy and yet simultaneously an era rife with conflict. It is a time in which two super-
powers clashed: Democratic Athens and Oligarchic Sparta, former allies in the war that defined the former part 
of the century, the Persian War, now starting a conflict of their own known to us now as the Peloponnesian War. 
However, this war did more than arise violence and conflict between two powerful city states, for in the 
turbulent assembly of the Athenians the war amounted for much conflict, and even death, on the home front.  
 
 

 
Perhaps the most vivid example of this inner turmoil within the 
Athenian city state can be seen as a result of the battle of 
Arginusae. Taking place in 406 BC as the war began to near its 
end, the battle itself forms a set of surprising events. The 
Athenians having just faced a Spartan victory found themselves 
having to produce a new fleet at great urgency, and as a result of 
them being undermanned were forced to recruit inexperienced 
slaves and metics to man the ships. However, despite being 
significantly inferior to the Spartans, the new and unconventional 
tactics deployed by the Athenian generals led to the Athenians 
claiming an unexpected victory. In addition, all the slaves and 
metics who fought in the battle were granted the coveted 
position of Athenian citizenship.  
 
 

 
Yet though the battle itself is a fascinating example of an underdog rising up in conflict and ensuring an 
unexpected victory; it is instead the events that followed the battle that highlight a significant moment of 
conflict, not between Athens and Sparta but rather conflict on Athens’ home front. In the aftermath of the 
battle a great storm arose and thus the Athenians found themselves unable to retrieve the bodies of those 
who had fought and died at sea, instead leaving the men unburied. When this issue was raised in the Athenian 
assembly mass outrage ensued. The battle’s generals attempted to blame the two trierarches Thrasybulus 
and Theramenes who had been left behind with a small detachment of the fleet to rescue the sailors, however, 
after a successful response to said allegations in the assembly anger was quickly turned upon the generals 
and it was decided they were to be deposed from office and put on trial.  
 
The trial that ensued highlights the conflicting nature of the Athenian assembly during the period. For on the 
first day the six generals who had returned to the city (the other two having fled) were successfully able to win 
the publics sympathy by blaming the entire event on the storm that had stopped their mission to rescue the 
bodies. However, the day that proceeded this was a holy festival in which families met together and as such 
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the loss was of those who had drowned was ever present, and when the trial was reconvened the 
generals were judged with a sudden harshness and vigour that they had not been subject to the first day 
of the trial. After the suggestion that a vote should be taken immediately on the guilt of the generals it 
was decided that all six were to be found guilty and executed. 
 
Not long after this the decision was regretted, and the principal instigators of the execution were also 
trialled and executed. This moment highlights the often-unpredictable nature of the Athenian assembly, 
that between two days of a trial public mood can shift and those that may have escaped execution are 
suddenly judged guilty and killed, and those who instigated a decision within the assembly can be turned 
on just as quickly. 
 
Not only does this emphasises the fickle nature of Athenian democracy, one that has at times be 
considered little more than mob rule, but it also arguably resulted in the Athenians overall defeat in the 
Peloponnesian war, for within two years of this dramatic victory and assembly ruling Athens surrendered 
to the Spartans and its walls were torn down. Athens is often thought of the birthplace of democracy, but 
in a city where everyone (or at least all male citizens) can vote and decisions are quick to change and be 
influenced, what at first seems a little political conflict can escalate into mass slaughter. Something that 
is more often than not quickly regretted.        

BY ZOE GEALL 
 

 

THE SECOND WORLD WAR 
On the 1st of September 1939 world war 2 started. 

It was caused by many reasons, but one was Adolf 

Hitler and his very aggressive party. When the war 

started, Poland and France were taken over by the 

Germans and the Italians sided with them. For the 

next 6 years there was all out war. But the end is 

what I am writing about. In January 1945, the 

Russians had stopped very close to Berlin and the 

Germans started to defend themselves with the 

operation Clausewitz. The Russians split into three 

and attacked them from three different side 

(North, South and East). This commenced  

the battle of Berlin.  

 

The Russians managed to get around the city. Later on, 

on the 20th of September, the Russians went forward in a 

specific military formation called the Belorussian front 

and started bombing berlins city centre. In April, Helmuth 

Weilding took control of the defence of Berlin. Soon after, 

Berlin was taken over by the Russians. Soon after Hitler 

committed suicide with his wife. Overall 50 to  

80 million people died. 

 
ISOBEL PARRY- 
JONES 
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THE RED BRIGADES 
AND THE KIDNAPPING OF ALDO MORO 

The so-called “Years of Lead” (Anni di piombo) – which 
spanned over a decade, from the end of the 1960s to 
the early 1980s – were one of the most violent periods 
of political and social turmoil in Italy, with attacks from 
both extreme sides of the political spectrum. There 
were bombings, assassinations and a notorious 
kidnapping, which resulted in the death of the 
country’s former prime minister. The bloodshed 
reached a peak in 1979, a year in which there were 659 
attacks. Although many different groups were involved 
in the fighting, the most prominent was without a 
doubt the Red Brigades (Brigate Rosse). 
 
The Red Brigades (BR) was a communist revolutionary 
terrorist group formed in 1970 whose aim was to 
remove Italy from its NATO alliance and pave the way 
for a Marxist uprising, with the ultimate goal of seizing 
political power. Their first attacks were on property, 
mainly the offices and cars of those they deemed to 
have committed “anti-worker” actions, such as the 
firing of an employee. However, as support for them 
grew, they started planning more concerted attacks, 
above all against political figures. The most famous of 
these is the kidnapping of Italy’s former prime minister 
Aldo Moro. 
 
On the morning of 16th March 1978, on its way to 
parliament, the car carrying Aldo Moro was 
intercepted by four members of the Red Brigades in 
Via Fani. Five bodyguards were killed, and Moro was 
kidnapped. In the following days, security forces 
carried out hundreds of raids across various Italian 
cities, but were unsuccessful in locating him. In fact, he 
had never left Rome. In the mean-time Moro, still 
detained by the BR, wrote letters to family, fellow 
politicians and even Pope Paul VI. detained by the BR, 
wrote letters to family, fellow politicians and even Pope 
Paul VI. 
 
 

On 15th April 1978, the Red Brigades announced that 
Aldo Moro had been put on trial and sentenced to death. 
Following this threat, they demanded the release of 
sixteen members of the Red Brigades from jail. Moro in 
his letters begged the state to comply with his 
kidnappers’ requests. The general consensus was that no 
extremists should be released, for the benefit of the 
population, as they would have no doubt contributed to 
more attacks. Some figures in the government, however, 
suggested that an attempt at compromise should be 
made, and offered the release of three members of the 
extreme-left group in exchange for that of the former 
prime minister. The state, however, remained firm in its 
resolve and rejected any trade-off with the terrorists. 
 
Following fifty-five days of threats and confusion, the Red 
Brigades decided to put an end to the situation by killing 
their prisoner. After telling him that they were taking him 
to another hiding place, they forced him to get inside the 
trunk of a stolen car, ordered him to wrap himself in a 
blanket and shot him ten times. Moro was found on 9th 
May 1978 in Rome near the headquarters of the Christian 
Democrats (Democrazia Cristiana, DC), his own party, of 
which he had once been the leader and chairman. 
 
The aftermath of Moro’s killing was chaotic to say the 
least. The paucity of information, the lack of evidence and 
the conflicting testimonies made the mystery harder to 
solve. Although all of the terrorists involved in the killing, 
as well as their associates, were later arrested and jailed, 
the controversy surrounding the death of Aldo Moro 
continues to this day, with many historians suggesting a 
link to Giulio Andreotti, who was Italy’s prime minister at 
the time of Moro’s kidnapping, and the Sicilian Mafia. 
There is no doubt that the murder of Aldo Moro had huge 
repercussions not only on Italian politics, but on the very 
consciousness of the country, which was deeply shaken 
by the events.  ELEONORA GALLENZI-MINERVINI 
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MUNICH  
MASSACRE  

1972 

The Olympics was held in Berlin, Nazi 
Germany in 1936 which was 3 years before 
`world War Two and the Nazi ideology was 
a strong presence throughout the games. It 
was used as a platform for Nazi 
propaganda which was roundly criticized 
as well as the blatant racism and anti-
Semitism that played a strong part in 
characterising the games. The west 
German invitation to hold the games in 
Munich was to show how Germany was an 
accepting and welcoming country and how 
it had changed and how the Nazi ideology 
had been abolished and they wanted to 
show a drastic contrast between the old 
and new Germany.  
 

POTENTIAL PREVENTION  
In contrast to the 1968 Mexico City 
Olympics which had a heavy conspicuous 
police presence to keep it and the 
Olympians safe, the Munich Olympic 
committee in 1972 spent less that $2 
million on security as the organisers 
wanted the games to be non-
confrontational and welcoming, compared 
to the horrible spectacle of Nazi Germany 
in Berlin in 1936. They called the Munich 
Olympic games Die Heiteren Spiele. (“The 
Cheerful games”) 
 

WHAT HAPPENED 
At 4:30am on September 5 1972, 8 
Palestinian militants affiliated with a 
terrorist group who called themselves 
Black September which was a militant 
offshoot of the Palestinian group ‘Fatah’, 
scaled a fence surrounding the Olympic 
village and disguised as athletes using 
stolen keys they forced their way into the 
Israeli Olympic teams’ quarters. As they 
approached apartment 1 they were 
confronted by Yossef Gutfreund, a 
wrestling referee and Moishe Weinberg a 
wrestling coach. While attempting to fight  
 

the attackers, Weinberg was shot, then forced at gunpoint to 
lead Black September to the other Israeli athletes’ 
apartments. Weinberg led the attackers past apartment 2 
but the attackers had a detailed map of the Olympic village 
and the dispositions of the athletes but it was thought they 
were overlooked as their apartment (apartment 2) had the 
Israeli shooters and they did not want to engage in a close 
quarters gun battle, with world class marksmen at the 
beginning of their operation. As well as wrestlers who could 
fight back more easily in apartment 3. Weinberg led them to 
apartment 3 where the terrorists gathered more hostages 
and forced them back to apartment 1. Luckily, a wrestler Gad 
Tsabari broke from the group and ran to an underground 
parking complex. Whilst Tsabari was breaking free 
Weinberg used the confusion as an advantage to fight back 
at the terrorists and he nearly gained control of it but sadly 
he was shot and killed. Yossef Romano (an injured 
weightlifter) attempted to disarm the terrorists but was also 
shot and killed. Romano’s body was left on the floor of 
apartment 1 as a warning. Whilst 2 Israeli’s lay dead in the 
Olympic village and 9 were hold hostage the Chairman 
insisted that the games carry on. 
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Black September demanded the release of 200 
Palestinians from Israeli prisons, and Andreas 
Baader and Ulrike Meinhof (of the red army 
faction) from German prisons and the provisions 
of a plane and food/supplies to fly them to a safe 
place in the middle east. A rescue attempt made 
by the West German police had to be called off 
because they realised it was being broadcast via 
worldwide tv and therefore the terrorists would 
know how, where and when they were coming so 
it was not secretive at all and slightly stupid. At 
10pm that same day they, believing that an 
agreement had been met, transported the bound 
hostages to a bus and then a helicopter. This then 
took them to a nearby airport where they were 
supposedly given a plane to travel to Egypt, along 
with Andreas Baader and Ulrike Meinhof, in return 
for the Israeli hostages. They got onto the plane 
which was supposed to have fake flight 
attendants who were police who they abandoned 
their posts. When the terrorists realised it was 
empty they ran back to the helicopters: at which 
point the untrained snipers (sharp shooters) were 
supposed to shoot them. As the terrorists were 
heavily armed a shootout ensued. During which 
time a terrorist threw a grenade onto one of the 
helicopters killing the 4 bound Israeli hostages 
and pilot. It was at this point the terrorists gunned 
down the remaining 5 hostages on the other 
helicopter. In summary 11 Israeli’s were killed 
along with one policeman and 5 terrorists.  
 
The day after they held a memorial and the 
chairman of the Olympic committee made a 
speech but this speech was less about 
memorializing the victims who were barely 
mentioned in the speech but more about, in his 
own words, “demonstrating that the Olympic 

speech but this speech was less about 
memorializing the victims who were barely 
mentioned in the speech but more about, in his 
own words, “demonstrating that the Olympic 
ideal is stronger than terror and violence”. During 
the ceremony the Olympic flag and the flags of 
most countries, except for 10 Arab nations who 
demanded their flags stay at full mast, were flown 
at half-mast. Then the remaining Israeli athletes 
left Munich and the bodies of the dead terrorists 
were flown to Libya where they were buried as 
heroes. Till this day the Olympic committee refuse 
to dedicate a memorial service or moment of 
silence to the Munich massacre victims saying it 
would alienate other members of the Olympic 
community. Only 45 years after did they establish 
a memorial at the Munich Olympic park in 2017. 
 
 

17 



  

WHAT HAPPENS NOW? 
It was inquired into and found out that the attack 
was unavoidable the officials and any officials 
involved exonerated themselves. It was actually 
found out that they had anticipated an attack on 
the Israeli athletes but as it would lead to heavy 
security that could possibly be unwelcoming. To 
cover this up soon after the attack Georg Sieber 
(who anticipated and presented the security risk) 
was fired. They did this as if to cover up the fact 
that it was ever anticipated and acted like it never 
did happen because it would lead to exposure of 
deliberate security infringement and lack of 
planning. 
 
After the massacre and Olympic village attack, the 
 
 

 
Israeli Prime Minister Golda Meir authorised a 
targeted assassination named: Operation wrath 
of God. Operation wrath of god was a targeted 
assassination of the remaining operatives and 
organisers of black September. 
 
MY OPINION 
 I watched the film Munich just before summer 
and it was densely detailed and graphically 
painted a terrible picture of what the massacre 
was like and illustrated all the events of operation 
wrath of god extremely well. It inspired me to 
write this article and I would definitely 
recommend it to anyone interested in history. 
 
                                           BY CHARLIE JOHNSTON 
 

U-BOATS 
These were developed by the Germans to continue their attack under the water 
during WW1 after the British gained control of the surface. By June 1917 Britain had 
lost 500,000 tones of shipping to the U-boats and at one point it was believed that 
London only had six weeks of food left. U-boats were a serious threat to Britain by 
using unrestricted warfare to starve Britain out.  
 

NUCLEAR SUBMARINE 
Shown above is the Nautilus, the USAs first nuclear submarine made on January 21st 
1952. The Nautilus worked on nuclear technology rather than conventional air-
breathing Diesel engines. This gave an almost unlimited range and it could stay 
under water for greater lengths of time as it didn’t need to surface to recharge 
electric batteries. The development of the nuclear submarines came with nuclear 
weapons and long-range missiles which could hit both on land and sea  
 

V-1 
The V-1 was a flying bomb powered by a rocket engine that flew towards a target 
area and then came down whenever it ran out of fuel. These were used during the 
Blitz in WW2 to devastate big British cities. 6000 V-1 bombs actually reached British 
targets causing casualties of 20,000. Whilst they were not the most effective bombs 
the Germans ever developed (the newer V-2s were much more reliable) they caused 
big psychological damage to the citizens as they never knew when one was going 
to drop.  
 

AGENT ORANGE 
Agent orange was a herbicide and defoliant chemical and is known for its use by the 
U.S. military Vietnam War from 1961 to 1971. It was deployed to gain the advantage 
over the Vietcong, who hid in the jungle and hit the American troops suddenly and 
quickly, without them knowing. The Americans used 82 million litres of Agent 
Orange to spray thousands of kilometres of jungle  
 

 20th Century Weapons and Warfare 
  MIA CLARK 
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  WOMEN AND THE WORLD WARS: THE  

ENTRENCHMENT OF FEMALE 
 GENDER ROLES 

BY MR PATTIE 

The Year is 1918. World War One is over. During the war 
men had to leave important jobs in industry and 
agriculture which were filled by women. Women also 
served in the air force, navy and land army. In this way 
women proved their mettle, and that they were equal to 
the boys and therefore, finally deserved emancipation. 
The Representation of People Act was passed and women 
were, for the first time, given the vote in the UK. So goes 
the traditionally accepted historical narrative, that 
women’s wartime sacrifices, combined with previous 
campaigning by the Suffragettes and Suffragists, ‘earned’ 
them the vote and social equality. The only problem is, this 
historical ‘truism’ is that it is false. 
 
On one level, it is false because the 1918 Act was a 
tokenistic appeasement of women at best; not full 
emancipation. To vote women had to be over the age of 
30 (when their male counterparts were 21), be a 
    homeowner or be the wife of a homeowner with an 
       annual rent of £5, and graduates of British 
          Universities. Hardly universal suffrage. This would 
             take a further 10 years, with the Representation of
     People (Equal Franchise) Act being passed in 
        1928, finally granting all women over 21 the 
                       vote. 
 
                         But these are mere technicalities I hear you 
                            cry. The position of women still improved 
                               as a result of World War One. They 
                                 moved out of the domestic sphere and  
                                   into the public. No longer were they 
                                     consigned to their role as subservient  
                                        housewives and second-class 
                                           citizens; they were independent 
                                                 and could enter the work place 
                                                                         and have careers.  

 The same argument is propounded for World 
War Two. In both cases, I would argue that the 
World Wars, far from doing anything for the 
advancement of the position of women, 
instead further damaged it, and became even 
more entrenched within the gender norms 
(patriarchal oppression) they had 
experienced for generations. Let’s 
deconstruct the traditional narrative. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The problem with this argument is that the 
work women performed in factories and other 
occupations left by men must be understood 
as temporary. It was made very clear that they 
were filling the places left by men only for the 
duration of the war. When the war was over, 
we return to the status quo. The statistics 
alone prove this; by 1919 rates of female 
employment were back to their pre-1914 
levels. The same is true of WW2 whereby 1.75 
million women left work after 1945. Further, 
even when women were performing ‘men’s 
jobs’ they were far from equal. The jobs they 
filled were of the lowest rank; men stayed 
behind in protected occupations of 
management, whilst women filled entry level 
jobs. Equal pay for equal work was also  
           anathema. 
 

We are told that 
women’s work in 
factories and 
other previously 
male dominated 
occupations, 
meant that they 
gained some 
form of 
economic and 
social equality. 
 

BY MR PATTIE 
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 The idea that the apparent improvement in the place 
of women was temporary is further borne out by the 
government propaganda. The messaging was clear – 
work for now, but do not forget your place when the 
war is over. We need look no further than Rosie the 
Riveter to see gender stereotypes reinforced as the 
strong female factory worker also smiles back with 
perfectly coiffed hair and full face of makeup. Yes, 
work in our factories, but you still need to be ‘a 
proper woman’. War Propaganda on both sides was 
also framed in gender stereotyped terms. The war 
was propagated and defended along the lines of 
‘defending your women’ left at home; defend the 
‘motherland’. Simultaneously, and darker still, the 
age-old image of the female temptress was pushed 
to the fore in propaganda – women are loosed lipped 
and sink ships. This is not equality. 
 
That women should return to their pre-war gender 
roles was further reinforced in government policy. 
Government subsidised crèches and nursey places, 
initiatives introduced to enable women to take up 
war work, had its funding slashed post WW1 and 
WW2. The Family Allowances Act was passed in 
1945, offering money to women to have children. 
Part-time workers were discriminated against and if 
someone had to be let go, it was invariably the 
female staff.  It is no surprise that those women who 
did stay in work are on average aged 35 and over. 
The message is clear: the war is over, go back to 
normal and produce babies. 
 
In short, in the words of Patrice and Margaret 
Higgonnet, “War always entails a conservative 
reaction”, particularly, I would argue, in relation to 
gender norms. Yes, women were granted the vote, 
and engaged in a plethora of new experiences but it 
was short lived. It was permitted only for the duration. 
If we want to find long term change, it can only be 
found in the mind-sets of women – individuals who 
had a proto-feminist awakening, but this would take 
several more generations to reach the fore. 
 

More problematic still is that this is reinforced in our 
study of war. Women’s history has, finally, and 
rightfully, found its way onto the school history 
syllabus. However, where they are shoe-horned in, 
they are still found to be, overwhelming, passive 
subjects. History happens to women. Women don’t 
make history. IGCSE topics explain the ‘Impact of 
Social Reform on Women/ Impact of World War 
Two on Women in Germany / How far did lives of 
women change due to Mao’s policies’. This is not to 
deride the massive strides that have been made in 
women’s history since the 1970s, but we still have 
some way to go.  
 
So, the next time someone tells you women 
became equal after WW1 or WW2, you can put 
them right. Women’s position remained 
entrenched, arguably, in many ways, it still is. 
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THE CRUSADES: 
DOES CHRISTIANITY HAVE ANYTHING TO THANK THEM FOR? 

The crusades: a topic that, even centuries later, has 
remained one of the most controversial topics of the 
medieval period. A series of military expeditions sent 
out by Latin Christians, they were a response to the 
spread of Muslim and their wars of expansion. 
Historians have debated the Crusades throughout 
time, a plethora of questions surrounding them. The 
interpretations of their morality, intent and outcome 
are particularly debated; however, what we will look 
at is if they really achieved anything for Christianity.  
 
There are some key moments and phases of the 
crusades: The First Crusade of 1095, and 1291 when 
the Latin Christians were expelled from their kingdom 
in Syria are two of the most notable moments of the 
early crusades. This period of attempts at conquest of 
the Holy lands had a shift into a somewhat different 
period in the early 14th century to Europe (such as 
Spain and the Baltic) that lasted until the end of the 
crusades in the 15th century.  
 
When considered from the perspectives of the central 
institutions at the time, we can see how they may have 
seen the crusades as victorious at points. The 
recapture of Jerusalem in July 1099 not only achieved 
a primary aim of the Crusades but also facilitated the 
growth of the military in support of the Christian 
church, growing their power and wealth: something 
that for that period would have been considered a 
success. Nevertheless, such a victory was short-lived, 
as the victory of the First Crusade lasted less than a 
century. 

as the victory of the First Crusade lasted less than a 
century. 
 
The fall of Christian Jerusalem in 1187 led to a series 
of later campaigns in an attempt to recapture 
Jerusalem and other cities. While Christianity did 
manage to establish a Christian area of Levant 
(allowing a form of military base) this city was of little 
significance to the caliphates of Egypt, Syria and 
Mesopotamia. The expanse of the Muslim power in 
this area meant ultimately, Christianity was able to 
achieve very little, especially once they were expelled 
from Syria. Despite their efforts, little of permanence 
was achieved in claiming their holy land. The later 
Crusades into Europe (which we will consider less 
within this article) are considered to be somewhat 
more successful, and aided in the development of the 
Renaissance period. This conquest of formally 
Muslim-held territories greatly altered the cultural 
developments that took place in this period, and 
created more permanent changes than those seen 
from their attempts in the holy land.   
 
Of course, the geographical expansion is not the only 
impact of the Crusades that we should consider, 
especially when in relation to Christianity.  
 
Surprisingly the immediate impacts of the Crusades 
on the very nature of Christianity are sometimes 
omitted when this topic is considered. Not only was 
the idea of being ‘fast tracked’ into heaven introduced 
through the idea of remission of sins in the act of 
religious devotion when crusading, but Catholic 
church was somewhat altered outside of the Crusades 
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religious devotion when crusading, but Catholic 
church was somewhat altered outside of the Crusades 
themselves. As an alternative for those who were 
unable to crusade, indulgences became a possibility: 
giving material aid to those in order to gain the same 
spiritual benefits as those on the crusades. The system 
of paid indulgences was an alteration to how the 
Church functioned and is frequently viewed 
unfavourably as to how it changed the church.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
A topic that frequently alters modern historian’s views 
on the Crusades is the brutality that took place, and 
the impacts of it. It is often difficult to evaluate the 
violence Crusades as a whole, with various armies 
across centuries taking different approaches. One 
notable moment of brutality within the Crusades was 
the armies that followed Emich of Leisingen. Emich 
and his followers decided that it was necessary to kill 
all who they viewed to be God’s enemies as they 
travelled across Europe, leading to the massacre of 
Jews in German cities such as Mainz and Worms. Not 
only does the basic brutality of such actions lead us to 
somewhat condemn the expansion of the Crusaders, 
but the increase in Xenophobia in such areas which 
never truly resolved further balances the Crusades as 
harmful. While not the case of all Crusaders, such 
events were not uncommon. The Crusades were 
frequently uncompromising with their religion, and in 
other cases Jews were given the choice to convert to 
Christianity or be killed. Innocent Christian civilians 
were even killed in processes of pillaging towns and 
farms for food. There are many other cases of, what is 
now seen as, unwarranted violence throughout the 
Crusades which are what often leads to the 
condemnation of the Crusades.  
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Undeniably, polarisation came as a result of the 
Crusades. East and West became divided, the West 
and the Byzantine Empire ultimately posed against 
each other. The increase in xenophobia and 
intolerance between Christians and Muslims due to 
the crusades is argued by some to be the root of the 
continued difficulties and tensions between these 
religions today. Furthermore, while there was greater 
power and wealth to the Christian church as a result of 
the Crusades, this too was only temporary when 
considered alongside the reformation and the loss of 
wealth and power that the Rome experienced as a 
result.  
 
So, does Christianity have anything to thank the 
Crusades for? While there may have been some 
benefits at the time, ultimately very little permanent 
success can be seen from the crusades by any 
consideration. Some of the cultural impacts within the 
European crusades are considered positive, due to 
the increased travel and wider spread of culture, 
however these cannot solely be attributed to the 
Crusades. The long-term impacts on relations 
between religions and how Christianity was, and is, 
viewed are undeniable, and exemplify that there is 
little Christianity itself can thank the Crusades for.   
    FRANCESCA HORGAN 
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