International Studies Academy
Junior Project
“Friendly Dictators”

Goals: 

· To write an argumentative research paper on the topic of U.S. support for a “friendly dictator” during the Cold War. An argumentative research paper is a paper that makes use of already published scholarly papers and articles, in an attempt to persuade the readers to assume a particular position on an issue.
· To learn how to properly document sources using MLA citation style.
History-Social Studies Content Standards:
· U.S. History 11.9.3.
· Trace the origins and geopolitical consequences (foreign and domestic) of the Cold War and containment policy. 

· Chronological and Spatial Thinking: 
· Students compare the present with the past, evaluating the consequences of past events and decisions and determining the lessons that were learned. 

· Historical Research, Evidence, and Point of View: 

· Students evaluate major debates among historians concerning alternative interpretations of the past, including an analysis of authors’ use of evidence and the distinctions between sound generalizations and misleading oversimplifications. 

· Students construct and test hypotheses; collect, evaluate, and employ information from multiple primary and secondary sources; and apply it in oral and written presentations. 

· Historical Interpretation:

· Students show the connections, causal and otherwise, between particular historical events and larger social, economic, and political trends and developments. 

· Students interpret past events and issues within the context in which an event unfolded rather than solely in terms of present-day norms and values. 

· Students understand the meaning, implication, and impact of historical events and recognize that events could have taken other directions. 

Name: _____________________________________________________
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Introduction

When someone is accused of a crime, our courts must decide whether the person is innocent or guilty. To do this, the court will host a debate between two sides. One side, the prosecutor, presents evidence of the person’s guilt. The other side, the defense attorney, presents evidence of the person’s innocence. Finally, the jury, having heard all the evidence, makes a final decision. 
The world of academia (scholarly debate) works much the same way. Controversial historical questions are settled by academic debates. However, rarely do these debates take place in person. Rather, one scholar writes an academic paper presenting evidence for one side of an issue; another scholar presents evidence for the other side. Readers, like the jury, will make up their own minds regarding the ultimate “truth.” 
As a participant in one of these debates, your job is to play the part of a lawyer—that is, to argue one side of the debate. And while you certainly want to be honest, your job is not necessarily to tell “the whole truth.” Arriving at the truth is the jury’s job. Your job—like the job of a prosecutor or a defense attorney—is simply to present the best case for your side. Your side of the debate is your thesis. 

Consider the following paragraph: 
Although [during the Cold War] the United States and the Soviet Union never fought each other directly, they supported opposing sides in armed conflicts around the world. Local wars like Korea and Vietnam turned into substitutes, or “proxies,” for the superpower death-struggle between communism and capitalism. The U.S. backed anti-communist forces everywhere, even dictatorships that overthrew democratically elected governments. Critics of U.S. policy accused America of betraying its democratic principles, but defenders of U.S. foreign policy argued that communism was so evil it had to be opposed by all means possible.
The last sentence poses and interesting historical question: 
· Was U.S. foreign policy during the Cold War good or bad?

Both sides have a thesis: 

	
	Critics of U.S. Policy
	Defenders of U.S. Policy.

	Thesis
	U.S. Policy during the Cold War betrayed America’s democratic principles.
	Communism was so bad it had to be opposed by all means possible.


Of course, the topic as stated above is impossibly broad. The United States supported dozens of “friendly dictators” during the Cold War, and each case is different. In some cases, U.S. support for an unelected leader probably prevented an even worse dictator from gaining power. In other cases, support for a dictator probably did more harm than good.  
Your Task

Your task will be to study a case of U.S. support for a friendly dictator during the Cold War. After researching “your” dictator, you will decide:  

· Was U.S. support for this dictator justified?
· Or was U.S. support for this dictator a mistake?  

Having reached your conclusion, you will then write an argumentative paper that tries to convince the reader of your point of view. Your paper must be well-documented and formatted in MLA Style. 

Step 1:
From the list below, choose a dictator.
	
	Dictator
	Country

	1. 
	Idi Amin
	Uganda

	2. 
	Fulgencio Batista
	Cuba

	3. 
	Ngo Dihn Diem
	South Vietnam

	4. 
	Jean-Claude Duvalier
	Haiti

	5. 
	Francisco Franco
	Spain

	6. 
	Chiang Kai-Shek
	Taiwan

	7. 
	Ferdinand Marcos
	Philippines

	8. 
	Mohammed Reza Pahlavi
	Iran

	9. 
	Chung-hee Park
	South Korea

	10. 
	Augusto Pinochet
	Chile

	11. 
	Suharto
	Indonesia


The dictator I chose is: __________________________________.
Now turn to Appendix 1 to learn a little more about your dictator.
Read the Sample Paper

Read the sample paper found in Appendix 4.

This is an A+ paper. (It better be—I wrote it!)

Your goal is to write a paper that is every bit as good. 

As you work your way through the following lessons, refer to the sample paper, as needed. 

Use the space below to write a “reflection” on the sample paper.


Lesson 1: Presenting Evidence
In a court of law, nobody believes anything unless it is backed up by evidence. In other words, if you, as a defense attorney, say, “My client was nowhere near the scene of the murder,” the prosecutor will immediately jump up and shout “objection!” (and the judge will probably tell the jury to disregard your statement). That is because you have stated your own opinion—an opinion that is not backed up by evidence.  

Therefore, if you want to “prove” that your client was nowhere near the scene of the murder, you must first call a witness to the stand and ask questions something like this: 

	You:
	What were you doing on the night of June 12?

	Witness:
	I was with Joe [the accused murderer]. We were watching TV all night.

	You:
	And where were you watching TV? 

	Witness:
	In my apartment.

	You:
	And where is your apartment?

	Witness:
	Near the beach.

	You:
	The beach? How far is that from the scene of the murder? 

	Witness:
	About 15 miles.


By calling the witness, you have submitted evidence. And if you submit enough pieces of evidence, you may win your case.
Similarly, in academic debates, no one really wants to hear your opinion. (We will talk about the exceptions later). People want to see evidence—so that they can judge for themselves whether the evidence is true and relevant. 

Consider the following statement:

Communist leader Joseph Stalin killed 20 million people.

That statement may be true. On the other hand, perhaps I just made it up. How do you know? The above statement does not count as evidence, because it is just a “lawyer’s opinion.” 
Now consider the following statement:

According to the documentary Monster: a Portrait of Stalin in Blood, Stalin killed about 20 million people.

Now that statement is evidence, because I have presented a “witness.” (In this case, the witness is the documentary). Hopefully, the witness is an “expert” who knows what he or she is talking about. But wait—how do you know that the witness is an expert? The documentary may have been made by my idiot six-year-old sister. In court, the jury can see the witness and judge for themselves whether he or she is lying. But how can you see the documentary Monster: A Portrait of Stalin in Blood, unless I tell you where to find it? 
The answer, of course, is that you, the author, must cite each and every source that you use, just like a lawyer must enter things into evidence. That way, the reader—if she chooses—can look at the evidence first hand.  
There are several widely-accepted ways to cite evidence. Two of the most common are called Chicago Style and MLA (Modern Language Association).

Note the difference:
Chicago Style: 

According to the documentary Monster: a Portrait of Stalin in Blood, Stalin killed about 20 million people.

As you can see, the writer is giving the reader information about the location of the evidence. The information is located in a footnote (a note at the bottom of the page). The same information (in a slightly different form) is also found on the Works Cited page at the end of the paper.

MLA Style:

According to the documentary Monster: a Portrait of Stalin in Blood, Stalin killed about 20 million people (Ivankin).

In the above example (MLA), the information is given in parentheses. This is called a parenthetical note. In this case, the name inside the parentheses is the last name of the producer of the documentary. The rest of the information is found on the Works Cited page. In other words, if I flip back to the Works Cited Page, I should be able to find an entry that starts with the name “Ivankin”, like this: 
Works Cited

Ivankin, Alexandre. Monster: A Portrait of Stalin in Blood. Moscow: Contact Studio. 1992. Film. 

Summary:
In short, the biggest difference between Chicago Style and MLA style is that:

· Chicago Style uses footnotes.

· MLA Style uses parenthetical notes

Which style should you use?

When in doubt, always ask your professor which style he or she wants you to use. 

Chicago style is commonly used for history papers. MLA style is commonly for language arts papers. At the moment, you are writing a history paper—therefore, it might seem logical to use Chicago Style. However, the teachers at ISA feel that it is important for you to first master MLA, before you go on to learn other styles. Therefore, even though you are writing a history paper, you will be documenting your sources using MLA. That means that you will be using parenthetical citations.

Check your understanding: 

Why is it important to document your sources?

In this lesson, you studied two common formats for documenting sources. What are they?

Which style is commonly used for history papers?

Which style is commonly used for language arts papers?

What is a footnote?

What is a parenthetical note?

What is a Works Cited page?

What is the biggest difference between Chicago Style and MLA?

Which style will you be using to document your history paper for this class? 
Lesson 2: Your Works Cited Page
Your Works Cited page comes at the end of your paper, but it is one of the first things that you are going to work on. That is because—as you do your research—you will want to keep track of your sources. Each time you find a source you think you might use, add it to your Works Cited Page. You can always delete the source later, if you decide not to use it. 

Getting started: 

Appendix 1, at the back of this workbook, contains a brief introduction to each of the “friendly dictators.” All of this information comes from the same source: an article by Dennis Bernstein that is available on the Web. Let us assume that you want to use this article as a source. How would you format it on your Works Cited Page? 

Study the guide on the following page.

Citing a Webpage 
Include the following information, in the following order. Place a period after each part.  
	
	
	Example
	Notes

	1. 
	Author’s Name
	Bernstein, Dennis
	Last names comes first. If you can’t find the name of the author, start with the name of the article.

	2. 
	Name of Article
	“Friendly Dictators”
	The name of the article is place within quotation marks.

	3. 
	Name of Website
	Third World Traveller
	The name of the website is italicized.

	4. 
	Date of Article
	1995
	The normal format for a date is:

4 June 1995

However, on this particular webpage, only the year was given, so that is all we can include. If you cannot find any date on the webpage, use the abbreviation n.d. to indicate “no date”. 

	5. 
	Medium
	Web
	In this slot, you will put the word Web. If the source were a book, you put the word Print. There are also other possibilities, such as DVD. 

	6. 
	Date article was accessed
	26 Nov. 2010
	This is the date that I saw the article on the web. Note the proper format for the date. Months with more than 4 letters get abbreviated. 

	7. 
	URL 
(only if article is hard to find, or if required by the teacher)
	
	MLA no longer requires that you put the URL (web address) in citations. MLA explains that most readers can find electronic sources via title or author searches in Internet Search Engines. MLA suggests leaving the URL out, unless the webpage may be hard to find. However, some teachers may still require you to include the URL. If you do include the URL, put it in brackets, like this: 

<http://tefelhall.com>.


Below is an example of what a proper citation looks like on your Works Cited page. Note the “hanging indent.” (The second line is indented .5 inch from the left margin).

Wilber, John. “The Crimes of Joseph Stalin.” History of the Soviet Union. 19 Mar. 1973. Web. 26 Nov. 2010. 

Task: Using the information in the table, write a citation for the article “Friendly Dictators” as it will appear on your Works Cited page.  

Check Your Work: If you did the proceeding exercise correctly, your entry should look exactly like this: 
Bernstein, Dennis. “Friendly Dictators.” Third World Traveller. 1995. Web. 26 Nov. 2010. 
If your entry does not look exactly like that, go back and fix it. 

Lesson 3: In-Text Citations
An in-text citation is the information that you insert into the body of your text so the reader can locate your source on the Works Cited page. As you have already learned, in MLA, this information is inserted between parentheses, and therefore an in-text citation is the same thing as a parenthetical citation.

What goes in the parentheses? 
· The last name of the author you are citing. 

What if I can’t find the author’s name on the webpage?

· Put the name of the article in the parentheses. Enclose the title in quotation marks. Shorten the title to one or two words. For example, if the full title is “Soviet Dictators  of the 20th Century” (and you don’t know the name of the author), you would cite the title like this: 

Stalin killed 20 million people (“Soviet”). 

What if I have several titles with unknown authors, and they all start with the word “Soviet”?

· That would certainly be a problem, because the reader wouldn’t know which article to look at. In this case, you would need to include more words from the title. For example, if you have an article called “Soviet Dictators of the 20th Century” and another article called “Soviet Chefs of the 20th Century,” Your in-text citations would look like this:
Stalin killed 20 million people (“Soviet Dictators”). He was also loved to cook (“Soviet Chefs”). 

The important thing to remember is this: The purpose of citing your material is so readers can easily locate and evaluate your sources first-hand. Therefore, whatever is in your parentheses must also be the first word of the entry on your Works Cited page. Many times I have read student papers like this:

Stalin killed 20 million people (“Soviet Dictators”).

To verify the source, I flip to the Works Cited page, and after much searching I find an entry like this: 
Ivankin, Michael. “Soviet Dictators of the 20th Century.” History of the Soviet Union. 24 May, 2007. Web. 25 Nov. 2009.

The student has made a serious error. 

Check Your Understanding: 
1. If you do not know the author of the article you are citing, what do you put in the parenthetical citation?

2. What do you do if you have several titles with unknown authors, and all of them start with the same word?
3. In the last example above, why has the student made a serious error?

4. Do the names of articles get put in quotation marks? Or do they get italicized? 

Lesson 4: Citing Statistics

A statistic is a “number” that contains information about your topic. Consider the following sentence: 

Communist dictator Joseph Stalin killed 20 million people.

In this case, “20 million people” is a statistic. ANY TIME YOU INCLUDE A STATISTIC IN YOUR PAPER, YOU MUST CITE IT!

Therefore, properly formatted, the sentence should look like this:

Communist dictator Joseph Stalin killed 20 million people (Ivankin).

Practice Citing Statistics:

Refer to Appendix 1 and find a statistic. (Hopefully you can find a statistic that relates to your own dictator). Put that statistic in a sentence of your own. Below is an example.

Now it’s your turn:

Did you remember to cite Bernstein, the author of the article “Friendly Dictators”?

Lesson 5: Using Signal Phrases
Consider the following sentence:


The new regime imprisoned 8,000 people within the first month (Bernstein).

There is nothing wrong with that sentence, but often your writing can be improved by adding a “signal phrase.” 
According to author Dennis Bernstein, the new regime imprisoned 8,000 people within the first month. 

In the above example, the phrase “According to author Dennis Bernstein” is a signal phrase. A signal phrase alerts your reader that you are about to present evidence.
A signal phrase quite often consists of three parts: 
1) The full name of the witness. 
2) An appositive which identifies the witness. (An appositive is a noun or noun phrase that identifies another noun). For example:

Joe Smith, an expert on the Cold War, says that . . . .

In the above example, “an expert on the Cold War” is an appositive for “Joe Smith.” In a signal phrase, appositives usually answer the question: What is the occupation of the witness?

Consider these examples:

Chen Yi, a janitor at ISA, says that Mao Zedong was a terrible dictator.

Zhou Wu, the author of several books on China, claims that that Mao Zedong was a terrible dictator.

Who are you going to believe? Obviously, the second witness is more credible—unless, of course, our janitor has some first-hand information, in which case you might write: 
Chen Yi, a woman whose family was killed by communists, says that Mao was a terrible dictator.

3) The third part of the signal phrase is a verb that is roughly equivalent to “says”. Consider these examples:

· Chen Yi, an expert on the Cold War, says that Mao was a terrible dictator.

· Chen Yi, an expert on the Cold War, writes that Mao was a terrible dictator.

· Chen Yi, an expert on the Cold War, claims that Mao was a terrible dictator.

· Chen Yi, an expert on the Cold War, believes that Mao was a terrible dictator.

Here is a list of some useful signal phrase verbs: 

	· acknowledges

· adds

· admits

· addresses

· argues

· asserts

· believes

· claims

· comments

· compares 
· confirms 


	· contends

· declares

· denies

· disputes

· emphasizes

· endorses

· grants

· illustrates

· implies 

· insists 
· notes 


	· observes

· points out

· reasons

· refutes

· rejects

· reports

· responds

· suggests

· thinks

· writes



The phrase “according to” also serves the same function as a signal phrase verb.

Lesson 6: Practice with Appositives
Study the examples below then practice writing some signal phrases of your own. Be sure that your signal phrases contain all three parts:

1) full Name

2) appositive which identifies the witness

3) a verb or phrase that is roughly equivalent to “says”

Examples:
· Bill Henderson, a professor at Harvard University, points out that . . . .
· Susan Hernandez, author of the book The Cold War, asserts that . . . . 

· Mary Jones, a general in the U.S. army, notes that . . . 
· Samuel Kent, a journalist with the New York Times, found that . . . .

Note that in the above examples, the appositive phrases are placed between commas. Now write some examples of your own: 

Sometimes—(especially if the appositive is short)—you can place the appositive before the name. Consider the following examples: 

· Barack Obama, the president of the United States, says that . . . . 

· President Barack Obama says that . . . . 

The second example is certainly acceptable, since the appositive “president” is short. Note that when the appositive comes before the name, we leave the comma between the appositive and the name. Here are some more examples: 

· Harvard professor Bill Henderson points out that  . . . .

· Author Susan Hernandez asserts that . . . . 

· General Mary Jones notes that . . .  .
· Journalist Samuel Kent found that . . . 

Now write your own examples, placing the appositive before the name and leaving out the comma: 
Often you won’t really know the “occupation” of your witness. You may not even know her name. Still, you have to provide some information about your source. Study the following examples: 

· According to writer Arthur Franklin, . . . [If you are reading an article written by Franklin, it is safe to assume that he is a “writer” or an “author,” so you could use one of these words as your appositive]. 
·  According to the website Communism in America, Stalin was a . . . . [In this case, we couldn’t find the author’s name, so we used the name of the website instead. Note that the names of websites always get italicized]. 
· According to an article in the New York Times, Stalin was . . . . [Here, we have chosen to leave out the author’s name, since the “New York Times” is what really gives credibility to our witness]. 

· According to the article, “U.S. Policy during the Cold War,” Stalin was . . . . [Here, we have chosen to mix things up by using the name of the article instead of the author’s name. Note that the names of articles always get put in quotation marks].
Can I ever leave out the appositive?

Certainly. The general rule is this:

The first time you introduce a source, use both the first and last name of the “witness,” followed (or preceded) by an appositive. Thereafter, use only the last name. Study the following example:

Carl Gordon, an expert on the Cold War, says that Stalin was a terrible dictator. According to Gordon, Stalin killed about 20 million people.

In the second sentence, I left out Gordon’s first name, and I left out the fact that he is an “expert on the Cold War.” I am allowed to do this because I have already introduced him. Of course, if you introduce Carl Gordon on the first page of your paper, and then you cite him again on the 27th page of your paper, you might want to remind the reader who Carl Gordon is, by once again referring to the fact that he is an “expert on the Cold War.”

Practice: 
Demonstrate your understanding of the above rule by writing several sentences. In the first sentence, introduce your witness by using her first and last name as well as an appositive. In all subsequent sentences, use only the last name. 
Your Example: 

Lesson 7: More Practice with Appositives and Statistics
Below you will find some excerpts that include statistics. Each of these excerpts comes from the same source:

	Author: 
	Dennis Bernstein

	Name of article: 
	Friendly Dictators

	Name of Website: 
	Third World Traveller


For each of the excerpts, write three sentences that paraphrase the information and cite the statistic.  
· In the first sentence, cite the author’s full name in the signal phrase. 
· In the second sentence, cite the name of the article in the signal phrase. 

· In the third sentence, cite the name of the website in the signal phrase. 
Pay careful attention to punctuation!
· Names of articles get put in quotation marks.

· Names of websites get italicized.

· The final period comes after the parenthetical citation.

Here is an example: 

Excerpt: “Under Nationalist rule, 85% of the population was disenfranchised.”
1. According to author Dennis Bernstein, 85% of the population was not allowed to vote (Bernstein).

2. According to an article called “Friendly Dictators,” 85% of the population was not allowed to vote (Bernstein).

3. According to the website Third World Traveller, 85% of the population was not allowed to vote (Bernstein).





Lesson 8: Quoting a Full Sentence
Statistics are dry and you can often leave out the signal phrase, as long as you include the parenthetical citation that tells the reader where you found the statistic. 

Stalin killed 20 million people (Ivankin).

But signal phrases are essential when you quote the words of your source. Consider the following example: 
According to author Dennis Bernstein, “Saudi Arabia is supported by the United States and other western democracies because of the enormous oil wealth that lies below the country’s desert sands” (Bernstein). 
Here, my “evidence” is the opinion of Dennis Bernstein, who presumably knows something about the topic. Since I am using his exact words, I must put his words in quotation marks, and I must (with very few exceptions) precede the quote with a signal phrase.
Practice Quoting a Full Sentence

For each of the following excerpts, quote a full sentence. Always introduce your quote with a signal phrase. Vary your sentences by referring back to the list of signal phrase verbs. Once again, all the quotes come from the same source: 

	Author:
	Dennis Bernstein



	Name of article:
	Friendly Dictators



	Name of Website:
	Third World Traveller




Excerpt: “U.S. companies feared they might lose control of Zaire’s precious cobalt, copper, and diamonds.”

Your sentence should look something like this:
· Author Dennis Bernstein claims that “U.S. companies feared they might lose control of Zaire’s precious cobalt, copper, and diamonds” (Bernstein).

Again, pay careful attention to punctuation, including the following: 

· The sentence you are quoting starts with an upper case letter.

· The end quotes comes after the sentence you are quoting, but before the parenthetical citation.

· The final period comes after the parenthetical citation.
Now you give it a try. Introduce each of the following quotes by adding a signal phrase. Also add a parenthetical citation at the end. Pay careful attention to punctuation.
Quote # 1: “Turkey’s torturers are ruthless.”

Your sentence:

Quote # 2: “The US government is rarely held responsible for supporting and protecting some of the worst human rights violators in the world.”
Your sentence:

Quote # 3: “General Suharto of Indonesia is one of the most brutal dictators in history.” 
Your sentence:

Lesson 9: Quoting a Phrase
It is often unnecessary to quote a full sentence. Often, we can paraphrase the sentence and simply quote a few juicy words. Study the following examples:
· According to the website Third World Traveller, the Turkish regime often used “ruthless” forms of torture in order to suppress opposition (Bernstein).

· General Suharto of Indonesia has been called “one of the most brutal dictators in the world” (Bernstein).

In the above examples, only a word or phrase has been included in quotation marks. 

Practice Quoting Phrases
Below, practice quoting a word or a phrase. (Do not quote the complete sentence). Again, pay careful attention to punctuation. 

Example: 

Original Text: “Turgut Ozal was elected prime minister of Turkey in 1983, after several years of harsh military rule.”

Your sentence might look something like this:

· Author Dennis Bernstein claims that Turgut Ozal was a “harsh” military dictator (Bernstein).

Original Text: “Tyrants, torturers, killers, and sundry dictators and corrupt puppet-presidents have been aided, supported, and rewarded handsomely for their loyalty to U.S. interests.”
Your Sentence: 

Original Text: “The coup to overthrow Torres, led by US-trained officer and Gulf Oil beneficiary Hugo Banzer, had direct support from Washington.”

Your Sentence: 

Original Text: “Ngo Dinh Diem oppressed the Vietnamese people so badly that many of them turned to the communists for protection from his ruthless rule.”

Your Sentence: 

Lesson 10: Quoting More Than One Sentence
In some cases, you may want to quote more than one sentence. Study the following example: 

Between 1957 and 1986, Haiti was ruled first by “Papa Doc” Duvalier and then by his son “Baby Doc.” According to author Dennis Bernstein, “Baby Doc made Haiti into a trans-shipment point for Colombian cocaine. Nevertheless, as long as Papa and Baby Doc were anti-communists, they could do no wrong in the US government’s eyes” (Bernstein).
In the above example, I have quoted two full sentences from the author. While doing so is technically acceptable, it is risky. Your teacher (or college professor) will probably accuse you of being a lazy writer. Whenever possible, it is best to put most of the quote into your own words. 
There is, however, an exception to this rule. It is often desirable to quote more than one sentence, if you are quoting the words of a first-hand witness. Consider the following example:
The Turkish secret police often use torture. According to one victim: “I loosened the blindfold and looked around. The scene was horrific. People were piled up in the corridor waiting their turn to be tortured” (qtd. in Bernstein).

If you were to paraphrase the words of the victim, they would lose much of their impact. Therefore, you want to keep the quote intact, even if it is more than one sentence long. In the above example, I have quoted three entire sentences. (Note the punctuation: The opening quotation mark comes before the first sentence; the closing quotation mark comes after the last sentence).

Now take another look at the example above. Can you guess why I have included the phrase “qtd. in” in the parenthetical citation?
In the above example, my “evidence” is not the words of an author called Dennis Bernstein. In this case, my evidence is a quote from a victim. Who is this victim? I have no idea. But I’m going to trust that Bernstein is telling me the truth when he claims that a victim said those words.

The abbreviation “qtd. in” stands for “quoted in.” 

By using this abbreviation, I am saying to the reader: “I found this quote in an article written by Dennis Bernstein. If the quote is inaccurate, don’t blame me—blame Bernstein.”  

Any time you use a quote that someone else has found, you must use the abbreviation “qtd. in”.

Check Your Understanding:

1. Imagine that you have found a book written by former president Franklin Roosevelt. You want to quote a line from the book in your paper. What are you going to put in the parenthetical citation?

2. Imagine that you have found a book written by former president Harry Truman (who once served as Roosevelt’s vice president). In Truman’s book, he recounts many conversations he had with Roosevelt, sometimes quoting Roosevelt word for word. You want to use one of these quotes in your paper. What are you going to put in the parenthetical citation? 

Lesson 11: Practice Quoting Quotes
For each of the excerpts below:

· Introduce your quote with a signal phrase.

· Quote the quote.

· Include a parenthetical citation with the abbreviation “qtd. in”.

Example:
 




Lesson 10: Block Quotes
As noted in the previous lesson, sometimes—when quoting a very good “witness,”—it is desirable to quote more than one sentence. Sometimes you might even quote five, six, or more sentences. However, if the quote is “more than four lines long,” you MUST turn it into a block quote.
Consider the following example, which is incorrect: 

Turkey’s secret police often uses torture. According to one victim: “I loosened the blindfold and looked around. The scene was horrific. People were piled up in the corridor waiting their turn to be tortured. Ten people were being led, blindfolded and naked, up and down the corridor and were being beaten to force them to sing reactionary marches. Others, incapable of standing, were tied to hot radiator pipes. A man was forced to watch while his children were tortured” (qtd. in Bernstein).
The above example is incorrect because the quote takes up more than four lines of the page. The correct way to format this quote would be like this: 
Turkey’s secret police often uses torture. According to one victim: 

I loosened the blindfold and looked around. The scene was horrific. People were piled up in the corridor waiting their turn to be tortured. Ten people were being led, blindfolded and naked, up and down the corridor and were being beaten to force them to sing reactionary marches. Others, incapable of standing, were tied to hot radiator pipes. A man was forced to watch while his children were tortured. (qtd. in Bernstein)

Note the following points:

· Block quotes get indented a full inch from the left margin. The right margin remains the same as the rest of your text. (Do not “center” your block quote).

· Block quotes are NOT put in quotation marks. The fact that you are indenting the block quote is considered enough of signal to the reader that the words are not your own; you are quoting them from another source.

· Oddly, in block quotes, the final period of the quote comes before the parenthetical citation. (This is the opposite of what you have been doing: In “in-line” quotes, the final period comes after the parenthetical citation). 

· The first line of a block quote is not indented.

· Block quotes are often introduced by a colon.

Practice with Block Quotes:
The following paragraph is incorrectly formatted because the quote is more than four lines long. Fix the error by turning the quote into a properly formatted block quote.

 In Chile, torture was common after the coup by led General Augusto Pinochet in 1973. One victim, Camilio Henriques, later described a scene he witnessed when he first arrived in prison: “There was a boy among them who was holding one hand up with the other. Because his right hand was in shreds, he could not hold it up, so that he had to hold it up with the other one. But as it was shattered it kept falling down again and again. Each time it fell down he was punched. He fell on the floor and he had to hold his hands behind his head. And his hand was shattered, not only bleeding but totally shattered. His only thought must have been: My life depends on whether I can hold this hand up! He did so while he could, and then it fell down, fell down, and they threw him on the floor and hit him” (qtd. in Silva).

Lesson 12: More about Quotes
Caution: Many teachers frown on the use of block quotes, because they feel that students overuse them. It’s true. Many students do fill up their papers with long block quotes because it is an easy way to meet the length requirement for a long paper. Be judicious when using block quotes. If the quote is powerful and important for your argument, go ahead and use it. But if the quote just contains a bunch of dry information that could just as effectively be put into your own words—then don’t be lazy: put the information in your own words.
Reminder: Any time you quote someone’s exact words, whether you are quoting a phrase, sentence, or a paragraph, you MUST cite your source!
Dropped Quotes (And Why You Should Avoid Them)
A dropped quote is when you “drop” a quote into your writing without first introducing the quote by using a signal phrase. Here is an example of a dropped quote:

Stalin was a terrible dictator. “In 1923 he created a famine that killed about 10 million people” (Ivankin). This famine is called the Holodomor.

In the above example, I “dropped” a sentence from another source into my own writing. It is not, strictly speaking, incorrect, because I did cite it properly. However, the effect is jarring and it is still considered poor writing. 
That said, a skillful writer can sometimes get away with dropping a quote. Here is an example:

Stalin was a terrible dictator. In 1923 he sent troops into villages in the Ukraine to steal the harvest and all the food from the villagers’ homes. That winter, millions of Ukrainians “dropped dead in the street, lay dying and rotting in their houses, and some women became so desperate for food that they ate their own children” (Motefiore). This period is known as the Holodomor. 

Until you are sure of what you are doing, avoid dropping quotes unless you are only quoting a short phrase within your own sentence.

Lesson 13: Citing the source for an entire paragraph
Sometimes, you may write a paragraph like this: 

The Cold War was a rivalry between the Soviet Union and the United States that lasted for more than forty years. Both sides engaged in an arms race. Both sides gave military and financial assistance to small countries in an effort to gain power and influence. Sometimes, the military assistance turned into “proxy wars” such as in Korea and Vietnam. 

In the above paragraph, I have not cited any source because all the information is “general knowledge” and none of what I have said is controversial.

However, consider the following paragraph: 

President John Kennedy used the Cold War to gain political advantage. He didn’t actually believe that communism was a threat to the United States; he simply knew that being “tough on communism” was a stance that helped him win elections. In 1961, Kennedy sent U.S. troops to Vietnam so that he could claim that he was fighting communism. Apparently, winning re-election was more important than the lives of American soldiers. 

In the above paragraph, much of what I said is controversial. (Not everyone would agree that Kennedy sent troops to Vietnam simply because he thought it would help him win re-election). Furthermore, many people might not even know that Kennedy sent troops to Vietnam in 1961. 

That fact is not “general knowledge.” For these reasons, it would be a good idea to cite some source for the information in the paragraph. 

Here is the exact same paragraph, with a parenthetical citation at the end: 

President John Kennedy used the Cold War to gain political advantage. He didn’t actually believe that communism was a threat to the United States. He simply knew that being “tough on communism” was a stance that helped him win elections. In 1961, Kennedy sent U.S. troops to Vietnam so that he could claim that he was fighting communism. Apparently, winning re-election was more important than the lives of American soldiers (McAddams).

By citing “McAddams” as the source of the information in the paragraph, I am telling the reader: “Hey, if you don’t believe everything I’ve written in that paragraph, check out the article by McAddams that I’ve included in the Works Cited page. This article will convince you that everything I’ve said is true.” 

Of course, if only one sentence in your paragraph is controversial (or contains a little-known fact), then place your parenthetical citation directly after that sentence, like this: 
President Kennedy took an active stance against communism. He increased spending on nuclear missiles and he sent military advisors to Vietnam (McAddams). After his assassination, Johnson continued many of Kennedy’s policies.

Note: Some teachers feel that any information found in an encyclopedia such as Wikipedia is “general knowledge” and need not be cited. At advanced levels of academic writing, this may be true. But you are not there yet. If you use Wikipedia as a source of information, cite it.
Again, imagine that you are a lawyer presenting your case in court. The opposing lawyer is going to try to pick holes in your case by challenging everything you say. “Where is the evidence for that claim?” she will say again and again. “And where is your evidence for that claim?” 
Make sure that you are a well-prepared lawyer. Never say anything unless you can back it up with evidence. And make sure that all your evidence is properly cited. 
Lesson 14: Start Your Research
It’s time to start doing your research. Start by turning to Appendix 2 and acquainting yourself with these pages. Each page contains one or more “research questions.” On each page you also have a “sources table” where you can record information about your sources. If you need to, create more tables on a separate sheet of paper. 
Alternatively, you could start a computer file and keep your notes and sources electronically. This has certain advantages: 

· You can start your Works Cited page right away, formatting as you go.
· You can cut and paste juicy quotes that you are sure you want to use.

Caution: please be aware that cutting and pasting a bunch of paragraphs onto your page is not research. If you cannot put a paragraph into your own words, you have not digested it properly. First digest the material, then sum up the key points. The key points are really all you need to put in your notes. 

For almost every note, you should have a parenthetical citation as well as a corresponding entry on your Works Cited page (or in your “sources table”). If you leave certain sentences in the words of the author, be sure to enclose them in quotation marks, so that later you don’t mistakenly think that those were your own words. 

Your teacher will want to see your notes at regular intervals. Ask your teacher for the due dates and write them down on page 1 of this workbook. 

If you keep your notes electronically, print them out and staple them to the corresponding page of Appendix 2. (Or follow whatever system your teacher asks you to follow).
Forming a tentative thesis

Remember, you are writing an argumentative paper. That means that at some point you are going to have to decide: 

· Was U.S. support for this dictator justified?

· Or was U.S. support for this dictator morally indefensible?

As you do your research, keep these questions in mind. Unlike a lawyer in court, you get to decide which side of the case you want to argue. Once you decide, you can focus your research accordingly. 

However, in the process of doing your research, you may uncover a piece of evidence which makes you change your mind. In that case, feel free to change your thesis. It is not as much fun to argue a case that you don’t really believe in.  
By the time you start writing your first draft, you should have a fairly clear idea of what your final thesis is going to be. 

Lesson 15: Forming an Outline
One you have decided on your thesis, you need to decide the best way to present your case. For Appendix 4, I wrote a sample paper on the Greek dictator Papadopoulos. Below is the outline that I decided to use: 
Mr. Hall’s outline for the sample paper in Appendix 4:


Adapting the outline
You are welcome to use the outline above for your own paper. I think it works regardless of your thesis. The difference comes in the balance between sections 3 and 6:

3) A Brutal Regime

6) The Alternative

It is safe to say that all of the “friendly dictators” did some awful things. The real question is this: Would the country have been better off if some other (presumably communist) ruler had taken control instead?
If you can show that your dictator was worse than any likely alternative ruler, then you have proven the following thesis: The U.S. should never have supported this dictator.
On the other hand, if you can show that the “commie” was even worse, then you have proven the following thesis: Yes, this dictator did some terrible things, but the U.S. was justified in supporting him, because the alternative would have been even worse.
Therefore, once again, it comes down to the balance between sections 3 and 6. If you “like” your dictator, then make him look good, and downplay all the terrible things that he did. Meanwhile, make the “commie” look like a real monster, who “had to be opposed by all means possible.”
On the other hand, if you don’t like your dictator, then emphasize all the awful things that he did, while making the “commie” look good in comparison.

Your Own Outline

It is doubtful whether the outline above could be used equally well in all cases. The story of each dictator is different, and each seized power in a different historical context. At some point you may decide that you have a better way to present your case. If so, then by all means, use your own outline. 

Ask your teacher if he or she has specific expectations regarding your outline (format, due date, etc.). Write down those expectations in the box below: 


Lesson 16: Writing Your Introduction and Conclusion
In an earlier lesson I wrote that “nobody is interested in your personal opinion; the jury wants to see evidence.” That is mostly true. Certainly, in court, lawyers are forbidden to express their own opinions—with two notable exceptions: the “opening statement” and the “closing argument.” These correspond to your introduction and conclusion.

Your introduction and conclusion are your best opportunities to express how you feel about the topic. This is your chance to make bold assertions without necessarily having to back each one up with a piece of evidence. You are giving the reader a “broad view” of the case. In other words, you are showing the reader the forest, not the trees. 

Most importantly, the introduction and conclusion is where you put your thesis statement. Traditionally, your thesis statement comes near the end of the introduction. You will repeat your thesis again somewhere in the conclusion. 
When I write an introduction or conclusion, I like to imagine that I am a lawyer giving a speech to the jury. For example, imagine that the United States has been put on trial. The charge? Betraying its democratic principles by supporting unelected dictators during the Cold War. 

The lawyers’ statements might sound something like this: (See next page). The thesis statement for each lawyer is in bold. 

Of course, your own thesis is much narrower: You are only arguing for or against your own particular dictator—and whether or not the U.S. should have supported him. Broader questions of policy are beyond the scope of your paper. 

Furthermore, you are writing a formal academic paper, not a speech. In an academic paper, you are not allowed to use personal pronouns such as “I,” “we,” or “us”. (Put another way, you are strongly discouraged from using personal pronouns). Furthermore, you language is expected to be formal, so you should avoid using contractions such as “don’t,” “can’t,” or “wouldn’t.”  

Do you have a hook? 

A hook is a catchy phrase, quote, or anecdote that you put at the beginning of your paper in order to catch the reader’s attention. An example of a hook might be: 

Maria Hernandez used to think that the United States stood for freedom. Her opinion changed after she was imprisoned for criticizing her country’s ruler—a cruel dictator supported by the United States. 

Hooks are nice, but not necessary. If you can think of a good hook—great!—use it. If you can’t think of a hook, don’t worry about it. 

Likewise, the conclusion is a natural place to throw in a catchy quote or clever statement. But don’t lose sleep trying to be too clever. There are more important things to worry about.  

Lesson 17: Rebutting the Opposition
Like any good lawyer, you will want to anticipate what the opposing lawyer is going to say, so that you can present a good counter-argument. (A counter-argument is often called a rebuttal). 
In fact, you may want to concede (acknowledge) some minor point, or present an opposing viewpoint for the sake of exposing its flaws or making it look stupid. Consider using sentences like this:  

Critics of U.S. policy have suggested that Pinochet was a terrible dictator, but the truth is that he did many good things for Chile. For example . . . . 

Defenders of U.S. policy point out that Chile’s economy improved under Pinochet’s rule. The truth, however, is that only upper-class Chileans benefited from the free-market reforms that he implemented. According to . . . . . 

Don’t give the opposing lawyer any help!

Sometimes students think they need to be “fair.” They spend so much time presenting evidence for an opposing point of view that I’m left totally confused. What side is this student on? Even worse, sometimes a student manages to convince me that his or her thesis is wrong! 

Would you hire a lawyer like that? 

Remember, your job is not necessarily to tell “the whole truth.” Arriving at the truth is the jury’s job. Your job is to present the best case for your side. 

That said, you must always be very honest. If the opposing lawyer catches you in a lie (for example, by showing that you fabricated a key piece of evidence), you will lose all credibility with the jury. 
And as an academic, your research career will be over. 

Lesson 18: In-Class Essay
Many students rely too heavily on “cut and paste” writing. Having found a few articles on their subject, they start splicing sentences together in an effort to avoid plagiarism, yet the final result is a monstrous mish-mash that shows little understanding of the topic. 

To discourage this kind of writing—and to make sure that you really understand what you’re writing about—we are going to do an in-class essay. 

You will be given an entire class period to write a “draft” of your paper—without using any notes! The in-class essay will count for a large part of your grade (see rubric). If you do a good job, your teacher may allow you to count this essay as your first draft. Ask your teacher for details. [This section is unfinished].
The in-class essay will take place on __________________________________.

Lesson 19: The Art of Creating Paragraphs
[This section is unfinished]

Lesson 20: Writing Tips and Common Mistakes

[This section is unfinished]

Lesson 21: Final Checklist
[This section is unfinished]

· Your paper should have one-inch margins all around (top, bottom, and sides).

· Your paper should use a consistent font throughout. This is especially important if you have cut and pasted quotes into your text. Nothing looks quite so amateurish as a writer who has not even bothered to make his “cut and paste” job blend seamlessly into his own text. 

· Be sure the identifying information at the beginning of your paper is EXACTLY the same as in the example. Notice the format of the date. 

· Be sure to include a word count. If you don’t know how to get a computerized word count, ask someone who does. (Do NOT waste time counting the words yourself!)

· For long papers, you may want to use a cover page. The title of the paper comes in the center of the page. The identifying information goes about a third of the way from the bottom. Check the web to see some examples. (Do a search for MLA cover page).

· Make sure that your entire paper is double-spaced. MLA expects you to double-space everything, including your Works Cited page and all your block quotes. When I was in college, my favorite professor liked block quotes to be single-spaced. Personally, I like this style too. For the sample paper in Appendix 4, I kept the block quotes single-spaced. (The theory is that your “professor” or “editor” is not going to edit a block quote, so there is no need to double-space it). When in doubt, either double-space everything or ask your teacher what she wants.  

· Alphabetize your works cited page. Usually you’ll want to get your computer to do this for you (ask if you don’t know how). Occasionally it may be easier to alphabetize your entries by hand.

· Make sure your works cited page uses a “hanging indent” for each entry. If you don’t know what this means or how to do this, ask. 

· Insert a “header” with your last name and the page number, as in the example. Do not insert page numbers manually. Get your computer to do this for you. 

Appendix 1: “Friendly Dictators” by Dennis Bernstein
Use the information in this section to complete some of the lessons. 
	Dictator
	Country

	Idi Amin
(General of Uganda)
	Amin was one of the most notorious of Africa's post-independence dictators. A former heavyweight boxing champion in Uganda and a non-commissioned officer in the British Army there, Amin caught the attention of his superiors because of his efficient management of concentration camps in Kenya during the Mau Mau rebellion in the 1950s, where he earned the title of “The Strangler.” Because of his loyalty to Britain and his strongly anti-communist stance, Amin was picked by the British to replace the elected Ugandan government in a 1971 coup. While in power, he earned a reputation as a “clown” in some circles in the West, but he was no joke at home. Amin brutalized his people with British and US military aid and with Israeli and CIA training of his troops. The body count of his friends, the clergy, soldiers, and ordinary Ugandans rose daily, but the West ignored his cruelty. As he continued to demand more aid and sophisticated weapons, he finally lost support. In 1979, his quest for more power led him to invade Tanzania. In retaliation, he was overthrown by an invading Tanzanian / Ugandan army. Amin fled to Saudi Arabia, where he lived a quiet life in a modest villa outside Jeddah, looking after his goats and chickens and cultivating his vegetable garden. He died in 2003.



	Fulgencio Batista
(President of Cuba)
	Cuban Army Sergeant Fulgencio Batista first seized power in a 1932 coup. He was President Roosevelt's handpicked dictator to counteract leftists who had overthrown strongman Cerardo Machado. Batista ruled or several years, then left for Miami, returning in 1952 just in time for another coup, against elected president Carlos Prio Socorras. His new regime was quickly recognized by President Eisenhower. Under Batista, U.S. interests flourished and little was said about democracy. With the loyal support of Batista, Mafioso boss Meyer Lansky developed Havana into an international drug port. Cabinet offices were bought and sold and military officials made huge sums on smuggling and vice rackets. Havana became a fashionable hot spot where America's rich and famous drank and gambled with mobsters. As the gap between the rich and poor grew wider, the poor grew impatient. In 1953, Fidel Castro led an armed group of rebels in a failed uprising on the Moncada army barracks. Castro temporarily fled the country and Batista struck back with a vengeance. Freedom of speech was curtailed and subversive teachers, lawyers and public officials were fired from their jobs. Death squads tortured and killed thousands of "communists". Batista was assisted in his crackdown by Lansky and other members of organized crime who believed Castro would jeopardize their gambling and drug trade. Despite this, Batista remained a friend to Eisenhower and the US until he was finally overthrown by Castro in 1959.


	Ngo Dihn Diem
(President of South Vietnam)
	Ngo Dinh Diem oppressed the Vietnamese people so badly that many of them turned to the communists for protection from his ruthless rule. Even President Eisenhower admitted that “had elections been held, possibly 80% of the population would have voted for Ho Chi Minh, the communist leader.” Yet Diem, who had once lived in the US, had connections, in Washington, who liked his anti-communism. He founded the Can Lao Party (CLP), a secret police force overseen by his brother, Ngo Dinh Nhu, and Nhu's wife, Madame Nhu. The three were notorious for their ineptitude and cruelty. The CLP was not even their idea, it was originally promoted by the US State Department to rid the country of communists. Diem alienated urban professionals by suppressing all opposition to his regime. He alienated peasants by canceling their age-old local elections, forcing them off their land, and moving them into “agrovilles” surrounded by barbed wire, which even US officials conceded bore a striking resemblance to concentration camps. Ultimately, he angered his own military officers because he promoted on the basis of loyalty, not merit. In an effort to keep Diem in power, the US tried to persuade him to make political reforms. He refused, so they persuaded him to make military reforms. But when Diem was finally overthrown and assassinated in 1963, none of his generals rose to defend him. Nor did the US, which, after 8 years, had finally realized that Diem wasn't popular.


	Jean-Claude Duvalier
(President of Haiti)
	In 1957 Francois "Papa Doc" Duvalier became Haiti's President-For-Life, establishing a strategic relationship with the US that lasted until 1971, when he was succeeded by his son Jean Claude "Baby Doc" Duvalier. During the 30 years that they ruled with an iron hand, 60,000 Haitians were killed and countless more were tortured by the Duvaliers' Tonton Macoutes death squads. While Haiti became the poorest country in the Western Hemisphere, the Duvaliers enriched themselves by stealing foreign aid money. In 1980, for instance, the International Monetary Fund granted Haiti a $22 million budget supplement. Within weeks, $16 million was "unaccounted for". Baby Doc made Haiti into a trans-shipment point for Colombian cocaine. Nevertheless, as long as Papa and Baby Doc were anti-communists, they could do no wrong in the US government's eyes. Their regime finally ended in 1986, when Baby Doc fled angry mobs of Haitians for asylum in France, with a fortune estimated at $400 million. It has been estimated that under Baby Doc's rule 40,000 Haitians were murdered.


	Francisco Franco
(President of Spain)
	General Francisco Bahamonde Franco was not the most popular leader in Spain during the early 1930s. A man of humble origins, he had worked his way up the military ladder fighting colonial wars in Africa. Franco, a staunch conservative, was infuriated when a Republican alliance of socialists, Marxists, and liberals won Spain's first free elections in 1936. So the General decided to restore order by force. Franco's Nationalists were losing the civil war, but military support from Hitler, Mussolini, and the US corporations that backed Hitler, turned the tide in his favor. Italy and Germany sent 6,060 trucks to Franco's fascists, but 12,000 were supplied by Ford, General Motors and Studebaker. The US claimed neutrality but didn't stop these companies from aiding Franco. The failure of the US and other democratic nations to assist Spain's democratic government was ultimately responsible for Franco's victory in 1939, and sadly, American volunteers who fought for the Republic were relentlessly persecuted during the US anti-communist hysteria of the 1950s. Under Franco, all political parties and labor unions were banned, books were burned, and dissenters were tortured and executed. Spain was ostracized by the international community, but the US considered Franco a Cold War ally and sank millions into the country. After Franco's death in 1975, Spain became a democratic republic once again.


	Chiang Kai-Shek
(President of Taiwan)
	The Chinese civil war pitted Mao Tse-Tung’s Communists against Chiang Kai-Shek's Nationalists. The US-backed Chiang, but when he couldn't do the job they also supported Japanese troops fighting the Communists, even before WWII had ended. Hated for his wanton cruelty, corruption, and decadence, Chiang did not enjoy the support of the Chinese people; entire divisions of the Nationalist army defected and fled to the island of Formosa (Taiwan). A presidential commission appointed by Harry Truman reported after Chiang's arrival there that his forces "ruthlessly, corruptly, and avariciously imposed their regime on the population. Under Nationalist rule, 85% of the population was disenfranchised, but the onset of the Korean War and the anti-communist hysteria of the McCarthy era led the US to declare that the tiny island represented the real government of China. The US was crucial in keeping mainland China out of the UN until 1971. Chiang gave the World Anti-Communist League (an international organization with links to Nazis, drug smugglers, and the CIA) its first home, permitting WACL members to use a military academy there to train troops for Latin American military coups. President Carter tried to cut US ties to WACL, but Ronald Reagan received campaign funds from the group, and WACL became involved with training and supplying contras in Argentina and Taiwan. Chiang Kai-Shek died in 1975, but many of his policies continue in Taiwan.


	Ferdinand Marcos

(President of the Philippines)
	Ferdinand Marcos began his career with a bang. At age 21, convicted of gunning down Julio Nalundasan, his father's victorious opponent in the Philippines first national elections, he went to prison. He was later release by a Supreme Court Justice who, like Marcos and his father, was a Nazi collaborator. Despite Marcos's record as murderer, fake WWII hero and Nazi agent, he was elected Philippine President in 1965. Under Marcos, the Philippine national debt grew from $2 billion to $30 billion, but US corporations in the Philippines prospered, perhaps explaining why the US didn't protest Marcos's imposition of martial law in 1972. The Marcoses enjoyed a luxurious lifestyle, and they salted away billions of dollars in the course of their US-backed rule between 1965 and 1986.
The Carter Administration engineered an $88 million World Bank loan to Marcos, increased military aid to him by 300%, and called him a "soft dictator". But a 1976 Amnesty International report identified 88 government torturers, and stated that alleged subversives had their heads slammed into walls, their genitals and pubic hair torched, and were beaten with clubs, fists, bottles, and rifle butts. By 1977, the armed forces had quadrupled and over 60,000 Filipinos had been arrested for political reasons. Yet, in 1981, Vice President George Bush praised Marcos for his “adherence to democratic principles and to the democratic processes.” Marcos was overthrown in 1986 by followers of Corazon Aquino, widow of an assassinated opposition leader.
Ferdinand and Imelda fled to Hawaii, only to be indicted in 1988 for fraud and tax evasion. Marcos died in 1989. Imelda returned to the Philippines in 1991 and stood unsuccessfully in the Presidential elections of 1992. In 1993 she was sentenced to 18 years imprisonment for criminal graft and to other long sentences for corruption. She is still free while she appeals. She was elected to Congress in May 1995. Meanwhile, in its attempts to recover the lost Marcos billions from Swiss bank accounts and other shadier locations the Philippines Government has, after paying its US lawyers, recovered the princely sum of $2,000.



	Mohammed Reza Pahlavi
(Shah of Iran)
	1953 was a busy year for Allen Dulles [head of the CIA]. Even as he readied the CIA for a coup in Guatemala, his agents were toppling the liberal left government of Dr. Mohammad Mossadeq and paving the way for the Shah of Iran. With Dulles' encouragement, the Shah made the Iranian people an offer they couldn't refuse -- join his party or go to jail. Thousands who refused to yield were imprisoned or murdered. During regional elections in 1954, the Shah's agents raided a religious school and hurled hundreds of students to their deaths from the roof. His regime received 100% of the vote that year, in an election which registered more votes than there were voters.
The Shah's subsequent solidification of power led to an iron fisted rule enforced by fear and torture. His secret police agency, SAVAK, was created in 1957 and managed by the CIA at all levels of daily operation, including the choice and organization of personnel, selection and operation of equipment, and the running of agents. SAVAK's torture methods included electric shock, whipping, beating, inserting broken glass and pouring boiling water into the rectum, tying weights to the testicles, and the extraction of teeth and nails. Iran under the Shah became a devoted US ally and a base for spy operations on the border of the Soviet Union. But eventually, the Shah was overthrown in 1978 by an indigenous people's revolution that held sway until fundamentalist religious leader Ayatollah Khomeini returned to Iran from exile and reasserted his power during the 1979 US hostage crisis.


	Chung-hee Park
(President of South Korea
	Free and open expression has not come easily to South Koreans. Beatings, torture, and execution of the regimes' political opponents have been a way of life since the Korean War. The tenure of former President Park Chung-hee, who came to power in a 1961 military coup, exemplifies the kind of leader South Koreans have been forced to endure. Park's virulent anti-communism won him U.S. support. The water torture, which leaves no physical marks on the victim, was a favored technique of Park's security forces. Cold water was forced up the nostrils through a tube, while a cloth was placed in the victim's mouth to prevent breathing. Many anti-communist interrogations were run by the KCIA, a US creation modeled after the American CIA. One victim told Amnesty International, “I was taken to KCIA headquarters, my hands tied together, and I was tied to a chair. I was not allowed to have any sleep. At night, they would drag me to the basement where they would beat me with a long, heavy stick, and jump on me. They were trying to make me confess that I was a spy. Despite such brutal behavior, the US has maintained a first-rate strategic relationship with South Korea, providing successive repressive regimes with extensive US aid. Park Chung Hee was assassinated by the KCIA in 1979, but South Korea is still a nation troubled by lack of human rights.


	Augusto Pinochet
(President of Chile)
	Augusto Pinochet deposed democratically elected President Salvador Allende in 1973, and buried Chile's 150 year old democracy. "Democracy is the breeding ground of communism", says Pinochet. The bloody coup, in which Allende was assassinated, was carefully managed by the CIA and ITT. Tens of thousands of Chileans have been tortured, killed, and exiled since then, according to Amnesty International. A U.S. congressional delegation was told by inmates at San Miguel Prison that they had been tortured by "the application of electric shock, simultaneous blows to the ears, cigarette burns, and simulated executions by firing squads." Despite Chile's bad human rights record, the U.S. government continued to support Pinochet with international loans. Even the state-sponsored car-bomb assassination of Chile's former Ambassador to the U.S., Orlando Letelier, did not convince the U.S. to break with Pinochet. In 1988 a plebiscite refused to extend Pinochet's rule, so he altered the constitution to reduce the powers of the incoming elected President, and left himself head of the armed forces. All the other South American dictators are gone but Pinochet has found the perfect solution: Chile now has the squeaky-clean sheen of democracy yet he still has his finger on the trigger.

	Suharto
(President of Indonesia)
	Indonesia is a totalitarian state and its uncontested ruler for over 20 years, General Suharto, is one of the most brutal dictators in history. After a CIA organized coup brought him to power in 1965, Suharto decided to purge every communist subversive from Indonesian soil. General Nasution, a close associate of Suharto, called for the extermination of three million Indonesian communist party members, and with the CIA supervised the murderous purge.

Paratroopers would arrive in a region with a list of "subversives" and provide it to local vigilante groups. Using machetes and other crude weapons, the vigilantes would hack the alleged subversives to death. Entire populations of towns and villages were herded to central locations and massacred. Children would be asked to identify communists who would then be executed on the spot. In addition to the half million people who were killed outright after the coup, another 750,000 were arrested and tortured. Ultimately, one million people died in one of the most savage mass slaughters of modern political history. The US continues to this day to train and arm the Indonesian military with the latest high-tech equipment. (Suharto resigned in 1999 after mass public protest)


Research Questions # 1
(For each note, include a parenthetical citation)
In one or two sentences, describe the early career of your dictator.

Describe the political situation in the years before your dictator seized power.

List the sources for the information on this page:
	1
	Author’s Name
	
	
	

	2
	Name of Article
	
	
	

	3
	Name of Website
	
	
	

	4
	Date of Article
	
	
	

	5
	Medium 

(Web, Print, DVD)
	
	
	

	6
	Date Article was Accessed
	
	
	

	7
	URL 

(if required)
	
	
	


Research Questions # 2
(For each note, include a parenthetical citation)

How did your dictator seize power?
How long did this dictator rule? 

During the years that this dictator remained in power, who was president of the United States? (List all of them)

List the sources for the information on this page:

	1
	Author’s Name
	
	
	

	2
	Name of Article
	
	
	

	3
	Name of Website
	
	
	

	4
	Date of Article
	
	
	

	5
	Medium 

(Web, Print, DVD)
	
	
	

	6
	Date Article was Accessed
	
	
	

	7
	URL 

(if required)
	
	
	


Research Questions # 3
(For each note, include a parenthetical citation)

In what ways was this dictator a terrible ruler?
List the sources for the information on this page:

	1
	Author’s Name
	
	
	

	2
	Name of Article
	
	
	

	3
	Name of Website
	
	
	

	4
	Date of Article
	
	
	

	5
	Medium 

(Web, Print, DVD)
	
	
	

	6
	Date Article was Accessed
	
	
	

	7
	URL 

(if required)
	
	
	


Research Questions # 4
(For each note, include a parenthetical citation)

In what ways did the United States support this dictator?
List the sources for the information on this page:

	1
	Author’s Name
	
	
	

	2
	Name of Article
	
	
	

	3
	Name of Website
	
	
	

	4
	Date of Article
	
	
	

	5
	Medium 

(Web, Print, DVD)
	
	
	

	6
	Date Article was Accessed
	
	
	

	7
	URL 

(if required)
	
	
	


Research Questions # 5
(For each note, include a parenthetical citation)

How did this dictator lose power?
What happened in the years following this dictator’s rule?
List the sources for the information on this page:

	1
	Author’s Name
	
	
	

	2
	Name of Article
	
	
	

	3
	Name of Website
	
	
	

	4
	Date of Article
	
	
	

	5
	Medium 

(Web, Print, DVD)
	
	
	

	6
	Date Article was Accessed
	
	
	

	7
	URL 

(if required)
	
	
	


Research Questions # 6
(For each note, include a parenthetical citation)
What “communist” leader opposed the rule of this dictator? If this person had gained power (or remained in power) and ruled the country instead of your dictator, would the country have been better off or worse off?  Why do you think so? What evidence can you find to support your point of view?
List the sources for the information on this page:

	1
	Author’s Name
	
	
	

	2
	Name of Article
	
	
	

	3
	Name of Website
	
	
	

	4
	Date of Article
	
	
	

	5
	Medium 

(Web, Print, DVD)
	
	
	

	6
	Date Article was Accessed
	
	
	

	7
	URL 

(if required)
	
	
	


Research Questions # 7
(For each note, include a parenthetical citation)
Did American support for this dictator have any long-term consequences? Today, how do the people of this country feel about the United States? (Are they thankful that we supported this dictator, or are they angry?)

List the sources for the information on this page:

	1
	Author’s Name
	
	
	

	2
	Name of Article
	
	
	

	3
	Name of Website
	
	
	

	4
	Date of Article
	
	
	

	5
	Medium 

(Web, Print, DVD)
	
	
	

	6
	Date Article was Accessed
	
	
	

	7
	URL 

(if required)
	
	
	





Reflection on Sample Paper�






Original Text: 





During Papadopoulos’s first month in power, 8,000 so-called ‘leftists’ were imprisoned and tortured.





My sentence: 





The new regime imprisoned 8,000 people within the first month (Bernstein).





Original text containing a statistic about your dictator: 











Your own sentence containing that same statistic:














Excerpt: “In 1989 six priests were slain and Cristiani soon admitted his U.S. trained soldiers had committed the murders.”





 According to author Dennis Bernstein, U.S.-trained soldiers killed six priests in 1989 (Bernstein).





 


 


 








Excerpt: “Doe, a pro-American anti-communist, received $500 million in U.S. aid between 1980 and 1985.”





 


 


 


 











Excerpt: “During the 30 years that [“Papa Doc” and “Baby Doc”] ruled with an iron hand, 60,000 Haitians were killed and countless more were tortured by the Duvaliers’ Tonton Macoutes death squads.”





 





 


 











Excerpt: “Hernandez Martinez initiated an anti-communist purge in 1932 in El Salvador. Subsequent massacres left 40,000 peasants dead and wiped out the country's Indian culture.”











 


 


 








Original Text: 





After the 1982 coup that brought Rios Montt to power, the U.S. ambassador to Guatemala said, “Guatemala has come out of the darkness and into the light.”





Your sentence(s) might look something like this:





The United States clearly supported the regime of Rios Montt in Guatemala. In fact, the U.S. ambassador to Guatemala said, “Guatemala has come out of the darkness and into the light” (qtd. in Bernstein).








Original Text: 





Maximiliano Hernandez Martinez seized power in El Salvador in a 1931 coup. His philosophy with regard to human rights was clear—“It is a greater crime to kill an ant than a man,” said the General.





Your Sentence(s):




















Original Text





In 1988, according to Amnesty International, “thousands of people were imprisoned [in Turkey] for political reasons . . . and the use of torture continued to be widespread and systematic”





Your Sentence(s):




















Original Text: 





Panama University Professor Miguel Antonio Bernal complains: “Our country is being used as a wastebasket for the political toxic waste of the world.”





Your Sentence: 




















Write the corrected version of the above paragraph below. You can use ellipses [ . . . ] if you want to shorten the quote a bit. An ellipsis indicates that you have removed some material. Be sure to punctuate ellipses correctly! Put the ellipses within brackets and put a space between each dot. Also, pay special attention to the punctuation surrounding the parenthetical citation.





Outline





1) Introduction





In the introduction I state my thesis: The U.S. should not have supported Papadopoulos. 





2) Background





In this section, I describe what was happening in Greece in the years before Papadopoulos seized power.





3) A Brutal Regime





In this section, I describe all the terrible things that Papadopoulos did.





4) The Collapse of the Regime





In this section, I tell the “end of the story.” That is, I describe how Papadopoulos finally lost power, was arrested, and put in prison.





5) U.S. Support for Papadopoulos





In this section, I describe all the ways that the U.S. supported Papadopoulos. After all, if my thesis is that the U.S. should never have supported this guy, then I better make sure I have plenty of evidence that the U.S. did indeed support him. 





6) The Alternative





In this section, I speculate about what might have happened if Papadopoulos had never come to power (or lost power due to a lack of U.S. support).  I conclude that Greece would have been much better off.





7) Conclusion





Having shown that Papadopoulos was a brutal dictator, and having also shown that there were, in fact, better alternatives to his rule, I restate my thesis: The United States should have never supported this guy.





Outline Expectations





























Ladies and gentlemen of the jury:





During the Cold War, the United States tried hard to prevent communism from spreading. Sometimes these efforts involved giving support to undemocratic dictators. Some people might tell you that this was wrong. But consider the alternative: a world dominated by communist regimes. That’s right, if we had not supported these dictators, then communism would have certainly spread into many more countries—with disastrous consequences for everybody. That, my friends, is what I am going to prove to you today. I’m going to show you that communism was so bad it had to be opposed by all means possible. 





First, let’s look at what communism did to the Soviet Union . . . .





Next, let’s examine what communism did to China . . . .





And finally, let’s look at what communism did to Cuba . . . 





Ladies and gentlemen, these examples clearly show that communism is a dangerous ideology that destroys nations, families, and individuals. Just about any dictatorship is better than a communist dictatorship. So while it is true that the United States supported a few unsavory dictators during the Cold War—we have nothing to apologies for. Our policy was sound. We did what we had to do. Supporting dictators was necessary because communism was so bad it had to be opposed by all means possible. 








Ladies and gentlemen of the jury:





We all know that the United States supported some undemocratic dictators during the Cold War. However, the question remains: Were we right to do so? I’m going to prove to you today that this policy was wrong-headed and counter-productive. In fact, I’m going to prove to you that U.S. Policy during the Cold War betrayed America’s democratic principles.





First, let’s examine what happened in Cuba . . . . 





Next, let’s look at what happened in Iran . . . . 





And finally, let’s look at what happened in Chile . . . .





Ladies and Gentlemen, these examples clearly show that the United States was guilty of supporting some truly despicable dictators during the Cold War. There can be no doubt that we betrayed our own democratic values. If America truly wants to be a symbol of freedom and democracy, we should apologize for the suffering we caused, and we should take care to never again support such tyrannical regimes.  





Ladies and gentleman of the jury: 





Today, I am going to prove to you that my client is innocent. He did not murder the victim. Now, let’s take a look at the evidence: A bloody knife was found in his pocket, and 7 different people have testified that they saw him plunge this knife into the victim’s chest, and one witness even videotaped the murder, and oh . . . by the way, did I mention that my client doesn’t have an alibi?








� Alexandre Ivankin, Monster: a Portrait of Stalin in Blood (1992: Moscow: Contact Studio), DVD.


� To create a hanging indent using Word, select the text then go to the “paragraph” menu, look for a drop-down menu that says “special”, then choose “hanging.”
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