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Confederate Statues
Introduction
"The removal of Confederate statues tears apart the history and culture of our great country." This was a recent statement made by the current president of the USA, President Donald Trump, which triggered memories of what these monuments represented. After the civil war had taken place, the southern region of the USA decided to bring in place laws and policies which would suppress the black community even further? For over 70 years from 1881, American citizens lived in separate ends in line with their races as a result of the Jim Craw Laws that were implemented in 26 states in the country.
However, according to Clinton (pg. 93), the actual thing that separated people were not the laws but the history that stood behind blacks and whites. The regulations only took the straight face of dividing them both socially and politically. The blacks were supposed to live in black neighborhoods, attending all-black schools, and use black means of transport. The whites were also supposed to live that way. Funny enough, the laws were so stringent that they even inhibited interracial marriages and required that different customers be treated differently in business environments according to their skin color. 
During this period in time, several monuments were erected for different purposes. Most of the placed at the centers of cities while others settle in visible places. They lived long until lately when debates started getting heated up. An in-depth discussion and calls for action broke the air recently, with two groups, both pulling strings on either side (Clinton, pg. 105). There have emerged people who seek that the state governments and courts to protect these monuments with the argument that they represent American history and tell the stories of the loss of the southern confederacy to the North during the civil war or remind the Americans of the cruelty of the Jim Craw Laws. This opinion has been backed up by researchers as well as politicians, including the current president of the USA. On the other side, anger and rage have driven the other team to call for the dismantling of these statues claiming that they falsely portrayed American history and, instead of telling the past story, only continued to uphold white supremacy.
The argument against the Removal of the Confederate Statues
The side which calls for the preservation of the confederate statues is bold in the issue for two reasons. They argue that the monuments represent American history and what defined the country in the past. Secondly, they also added that the purpose of keeping them could also be for remembrance purposes. From an article by Clinton (pg. 97), it was vivid that part of the American population that wished to maintain the monuments perceived them as preservatives of history. The article depended on a statement based on a speech by the former president, George Bush, which stated that "A great nation does not hide its history; it faces its flaws and corrects them." Therefore, this side of the debate argues that its history builds America and that bloodshed defined the nation's time’s back and set a path for the civilization of America.
The monuments of the rough times of the USA are supposed to be embraced so that America shows a stronger nation that understands where it comes from. Similarly, this defines where it heads as purported by Sons of Confederate Veterans. History is an integral part of every nation, and it is what defines most nations as well as states. Similarly, no country can detach itself from its past. Bringing down the monuments would be a wrong move and would show that America is trying to run away from its history, which sounds cowardly. This side also argued that, when the people see the monuments, they should not be afraid because the people represented by these statues are long dead white traitors of the nation. However, that is American history, and it is one thing that not the blacks or whites of American can run away from (Clinton, pg. 103).
The other reason that this side raised for the need to keep the statues is that they helped Americans to remember. American citizens must remember what happened in the 19th century. Through remembrance, people learn from the past and try as much as they can to evade issues that may lead them to repeat mistakes. This side of the discussion does not state that the history was all excellent and needs to be embraced, but it ought to be remembered so that future generations can learn from this memory that racism is terrible. Wiping away the statues is a means of trying to forget what happened to the nation, which may lead to reoccurrence in the future generations, as indicated by (Forest and Johnson, pg. 130).
Finally, an additional point as to why the monuments should stay arose as indicated by an article by Forest and Johnson (pg. 131), when the opposing side stated that we live in a democratic age where people have their freedoms. The concept of monuments of the past tries to develop heroes for other people. No matter what these people represent to some people, they are heroes for others. However, they represent villains that existed in those days rather than actual heroes of history. For democracy to be fully embraced, people of America ought to learn to accept other people's villains as well as heroes and give them the right to celebrate them happily.
The argument for the Removal of the Confederate Statues
A famous writer once said, "Have you ever seen a statue of Hitler in Berlin?" Not, the author tried to explain that historic preservation is not what monuments represent; rather, it represents the perception of the history held by the statues and what it means to the people (Foster pg. 156). This is why a group exists in the US that is for the idea of the removal of the confederacy monuments. This is the most peopled side of the debate and carries a considerable number of the populace involved in the discussion.
The side puts three strong arguments in support of the idea that the confederate statues ought to be demolished. First, they are viewed as motivators and upholding icons of white supremacy. They are, on the other side, regarded to be representing and reminding people of a government whose ruling was based on racism and unfair treatment of other races. Finally, they are seen as a continued figure of alienating the African American group in the US.
In an article by Foster (pg. 150), it was found out that most scholars perceived confederate statues, not as preservatives of history but preservatives of white supremacy. The concept of white supremacy is inseparable from the monuments of the confederacy. Putting up the statue of Robert Lee is trying to compare the traitor to other political figures who were powerful such as Washington. The concept is continuously giving power to the white race as compared to other sports.
The research by Foster proved that historians understand how the monuments are strategically placed and politicized to continue intimidating black people and to promote the dominance of the US by the white race. For instance, most of the statues are placed publicly in open areas close to government buildings and court-rooms. Considering the political process that a figure undergoes to be placed, it is therefore clear that the placement is strategical in telling the crowd that the southern whites were and will always be dominant and in control in the US administration.
The statues are also seen as a memory for slavery and racism, which were the basis for administrations in the times of the people represented in the monuments. The monuments are of people who supported and fought for slavery and racism. They wanted America to be defined by racial discrimination and to continue with the institution of slavery. While the facts of the hostility and inhuman nature of these people remain memorable in the minds of Americans, the monuments revive the thoughts and pain that their doctrines preached. This side of the debate, therefore, finds it uncouth to erect symbols that will always stand for the darkest times of America. America is currently a great nation, and its administration does not have to be consistently described by the past traitors who existed (Foster pg. 154). Division among Americans may continue to be seen over the years because the American administration still exalts their forefathers who supported and fought for racism and slavery.
The monuments hold with the two significant phases of history. They remind people of the civil war and similarly tell the story of the hardship that black Americans went through in the times of their reign. In an article by Foster (pg. 201), the author identified that the monuments are still a wound to the black community in the USA. They always remind them of the hostility that they underwent during the reign and administration of the confederates in the south. Foster further explains that the setting up of the monuments was not a way of trying to either preserve history or commemorate the confederate, but was a means of continuing to instill fear to the blacks and to remind them what awaits them in case they ever think they are durable. The statues do not represent victory in America but show the celebrated racist ideology in the USA. 
The Current Situation
Several organizations such as the Make It Right, the "tek em down the conference," and the latest protests on the killing of George Floyd have heightened the removal of the statues and intensified the debate as well (Prunty, pg. 85). The year 2017 and 2020 have witnessed the most exceptional replacements due to the Charlottesville car attack and the killing of George Floyd, respectively. Over 87 statues have been brought down in the USA currently. Movements such as the Black Matters Live have continuously heightened the discussion broadly. Similarly, on the other hand, several government laws have been put in place to stop the removals. These state laws include; Tennessee law, South Carolina law, North Carolina law, Virginia law, and the Alabama law.
Discussion
The matter at hand is a difficult one and may end up dividing or uniting America. The greatest fear is in which side will understand the other. While both sides have valid arguments for their stance, it is better to view the issue holistically. Drawing from the reasons stated by either party, it is evident that the side supporting the removal of the statues has better reasoning; this is because America has been defined by racism for quite a long time (Prunty, pg. 87).
Even though the bringing down of the statues is based on the personal pain of the black community, but the movement of the white community to support such a course would mark an end to racism (Timmerman, pg. 216). It is a good time for white Americans to show that they had gotten rid of their ideology of racism, by standing side to side with blacks and removing the monuments which stand for the period when racism defined America better.
The other reason why the side that argues that the monuments shouldn't be removed fails is that the statues represent history, but they are not history by themselves. If America wants to keep the history of their nation, especially about the people on the monuments, it would be better that they do so by putting it in literature rather than memorials erected in public areas. Bringing down statues does not erase history in any way. Instead, it shows the detested Americans have for racism and what those people in the monuments stood for.
Conclusion
During such a time, both sides of the debate must understand that they are under a political test. The Americans can only come out strong by having an agreement that will both cater to the whites and blacks and continue suppressing the idea of racism. With both sides raising arguments for and against the demolition of Confederacy statues, there is a need for the government to intervene, not to create policies and laws that suppress one group against the other, but to bring the two groups to an agreement (Timmerman, pg. 190). The president recently took sides, which was not wise. The government should maintain a neutral ground, and that is the only way it will be able to bring the chaos down and settle the dust. The entire world is watching, and it is upon America to show the world that they love each other and are willing to forget and wipe away all sorts of oppressions directed to one group by the other.
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