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Historical Bias Short Response

The main distinctions of Schweikart's and Zinn's assumptions, values, and beliefs are the
encounters that have led them to their investigative perspectives and points of view on society,
culture, and the government. Larry Schweikart is primitive and firmly holds on to the idea of free
trade championed by the government, thus creating the spirit of patriotism. On the contrary, Zinn
argues that the police and the government bias are not for the people hence believes everyone

should have a voice.

The significant distinction in the two authors' interpretations of history is that Zinn
approaches his argument with an open mind and speaks from an informed perspective, aiming to
make the world better. Contrastingly, Schweikart is more inclined to believe that America's past
concludes that it is the best place on earth. Similarly, Zinn's angles towards the negative

experiences shape his narration, whereas Schweikart focuses on the positive occurrences.

The bias I have pointed out is in Zinn's lack of concern in narrating the United States
history from a second-person narration point of view hence the reason why he calls it people's
history. He holds the view that American history is generally narrated from the powerful and
wealthy point of view. Furthermore, Zinn thinks that history is biased because of the suffering
and struggles the general public went through to present a positive history of American

development.
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