
Obama on the Beach 
Principles of Design - Making Drama

“We spend so much time rooting around at the back of the garage, 
that we fail to notice someone has painted the doors a
different colour”



"When I put the pictures 
together, I knew what I 
was doing. It looked good. 
It looked better than what 
I had, and I said 'wow'," 





Brian Walski was sacked from the LA Times 
after he admitted to compositing two 
photographs of conflict in Basra. 
The two images both showed a soldier directing 
civilians but the second featured a man carrying 
a child in the background. They were 
composited so that the soldier appeared to be 
holding his hand out to stop the man.

http://www.sree.net/teaching/lateditors.html
http://www.sree.net/teaching/lateditors.html
http://www.sree.net/teaching/lateditors.html




The Economist ran a front cover picture of US President Barack Obama looking 

alone and thoughtful with an oil rig in the background and the headline "Obama 

vs BP”. This was an ideal metaphor for a political troubled President.  

In fact he was on a beach talking to two other people who had been airbrushed 

out. Deputy editor Emma Duncan said the changes were made because she 

"wanted the reader to focus on Obama". 

 

http://www.guardian.co.uk/media/greenslade/2010/jul/06/the-economis




“Semiotics gets us behind the image but can 
we trust what we see in this Post -Truth era.” 

John Hill



Faked Iconic | This lithographic portrait of U.S. President Abraham Lincoln is a 
composite of Lincoln's head and the Southern politician John Calhoun's body.



Faked General Grant | Some very nice detective work by researchers at the Library of Congress 
revealed that this print is a composite of three separate prints: (1) the head in this photo is taken 
from a portrait of Grant; (2) the horse and body are those of Major General Alexander M. McCook; 
and (3) the background is of Confederate prisoners captured at the battle of Fisher's Hill, VA. 





Faked Fairy | Two young cousins, Elsie Wright and Frances Griffiths, produced a series of photographs purportedly 
showing small winged fairies. These highly publicised photos created a sensation, and although some believed 
them to be fake, many believed them to be real.   Many years later, the cousins admitted that, though the 
photographs were not manipulated, the fairies depicted were actually cardboard cut-outs posed in the scene.



Faked Dictator | Stalin routinely air-brushed his enemies out of photographs. In this 
photograph a commissar was removed from the original photograph after falling out of favour 
with Stalin. 
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Spot the Difference
Why was this doctored?



Faked Russian | We can clearly see the watch on the right hand of a 
Russian soldier liberating the Reichstag.  



Faked Russian | We can clearly see the watch has gone but why bother 
doing this?



Faked Labour | Due to the highly-politicised nature of this image many people were quick to question its 
legitimacy. “It's in the papers...it must be true! Cos technology can't enable anyone to airbrush or photo shop 
things like seat tickets yet,” wrote a commenter on the New Statesman’s own Facebook page, with another 
noting that Virgin took two weeks to release the images. 

https://www.facebook.com/NewStatesman/posts/10154490075164645


It is true that in today’s post-truth society we should question 

photographs that we see online, particularly those that arguably have 

an agenda?  

Many people find it easy to Photoshop an image but you don’t have to 

create a fake image to be complicit in the damage they cause. After 

Hurricane Sandy in 2012, researchers found  that 86 per cent of tweets 

spreading fake images were retweets, not original tweets.  

Before an image is shared online, it may be useful to analyse its 

legitimacy. 

http://ebiquity.umbc.edu/_file_directory_/papers/677.pdf


Detective or 
Viewer ?

One of the first and most 
useful things you can do 
is to perform a reverse 
image search, using a 
service like Google 
Images or TinEye. You 
may want to use both, 
because they sometimes 
provide different results.

http://www.wikihow.com/Use-Google-Reverse-Image-Search
http://www.wikihow.com/Use-Google-Reverse-Image-Search
https://www.tineye.com/










“If you find any matches, look for the earliest appearance. If the earlier 

version looks different than the version you have, then your version is 

probably modified. Even if the image doesn't appear modified, you may 

discover that the image is not what it claims to be. For example, it's not 

uncommon for an image to appear on social media claiming to be of a 

crowd in a recent protest, but reverse image searches then reveal that 

the image was actually taken in a completely different city years earlier.” 

– Kevin Connor founder of Fourandsix



One of the most common ways websites and internet sleuths will claim 

to delegitimise an image is through error-level analysis (ELA). ELA 

shows the differing levels of compression throughout an image, in a 

way that ostensibly highlights where an image has been changed. For 

example, if I run this still of Harry Potter through fotoforensics.com, it 

will rightly highlight the differing compression levels on the image of 

my portrait. 

http://fotoforensics.com/







