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What is it about ‘Borat’ that is so shocking?  Is it the 
racist, bigoted, misogynistic and discriminatory 
views he coaxes out of the American people he meets?  
Is it the way in which he goes about extracting those 
views?  Is it, even, his representation of a Kazakhstani 
male?  Or is it a conglomeration of all these factors. 
 Borat Sagdiyev is a character created by Sacha 
Baron Cohen; throughout the film, we find out that 
he is misogynistic, prejudiced against homosexuals, 
anti-Semitic and generally racist.  The argument put 
forward by Baron Cohen, is that in order for the 
people he meets to express their similar views, his 
character must lull them into a false sense of 
security, in which they feel free to talk.  The 
downside of this is that it’s highly manipulative, but 
it also means that we get a good view of the extreme 
beliefs some people hold.   

For example, the scene where Cohen (as Borat) 
attends a rodeo in Southern America; he meets a man 
backstage, the mise-en-scene being that of what we 
typically expect of a cowboy as he wears a Stetson hat, 
jeans and cowboy boots.  Worryingly, as Borat speaks 
about how in his nation (Kazakhstan) they hang 
homosexuals, the man replies that is what they are 
“trying to do here”.  What is more shocking, that 
Baron Cohen lies about the customs of Kazakhstan, 
giving them a bad name, or that this American man, 
who has even a tiny degree of power to dictate the 
future, holds such an extreme and unfair viewpoint?   

Similarly, when Cohen meets a group of frat boys 
in an R.V., where they, after hearing Borat speak about 
how women are treated in Kazakhstan (he says they 
are not allowed to ride on buses, for example), they 
casually mention their own highly misogynistic 
beliefs; that women should not have rights and 
should never be allowed to have power over a male. 

These men, frat boys and cowboys, are all being 
mislead.  ‘Borat’ is not even a real man; his views are 



fictional and his claims about his country are 
fictional.  Does Baron Cohen’s manipulation of the 
people, prying their views out of them by false means, 
lessen the impact and meaning of what they are 
saying?  I would think not.  I believe that, in the cause 
of showing exactly how bigoted and ignorant many 
people can be, the way in which this is done is 
immaterial (within reason, of course).   

There is very little intentional sound or mise-en-
scene within the film.  At the very beginning, Cohen 
uses the natural state of the village to his advantage, 
to show how poor and underdeveloped the area 
Borat comes from is, perhaps trying to rationalise his 
archaic beliefs.  This is a direct contrast to the mise-
en-scene of America; where in Kazakhstan the 
buildings are low and shack-like, in America there are 
skyscrapers and huge marble buildings with gold 
lettering and plant arrangements bordering them.  
The message may be; what excuse do Americans have?  
Borat is from an area where he appears to be 
undereducated and in an out-dated society, but 
Americans live in a highly developed and educated 
system.  Similarly, Borat’s dress sense and facial hair 
are stereotypically Eastern-European, and he is told 
by the man at the rodeo that unless he shaves off his 
moustache he could be mistaken for a terrorist, and 
would be distrusted.   

The sound in the film is generally diegetic 
dialogue, although there are occasions when 
stereotypical Eastern-style, non-diegetic sound will 
play around Borat, which simply enhances the 
documentary style of the film (supposedly made for 
Kazakhstani audiences).  Standing out, however, is a 
scene where, again at the rodeo, Borat goes in front 
of the audience to sing his national anthem to the 
tune of the American national anthem.  Before he 
starts, he has a small diatribe against Iraq and 
condones the war; the Americans cheer and clap, even 
as he becomes morbid and horrific in his descriptions 
of what he wants done to them.  Contrastingly, 
when he begins to sing the anthem, claiming that 
Kazakhstan is the greatest country in the world, the 
audience get so angry he has to be taken away before 



he is attacked.  What’s shocking about this is how the 
Americans were more than happy, even enthusiastic, to 
hear about the murdering of Iraqis, but could not 
tolerate the thought of another country being 
called ‘greatest’.   

Lastly, there is the case of the anti-Semitism 
displayed within the film.  We first encounter it from 
Borat himself; the ‘Running of the Jew’ in Kazakhstan 
features grossly offensive representations of a Jewish 
male and female.  The female at one point, even lays an 
egg, and Borat shouts to the children attacking it 
“smash the Jew egg!”  Baron Cohen justifies this 
behaviour with the fact that he himself is Jewish, and 
so has no true anti-Semitism in him.  However, when in 
America, Borat often makes references to his anti-
Semitism (sometimes painfully blatant, as with the car 
and gun dealers), and it is ignored and not 
commented upon.  When he asks the car dealer if a car 
would kill a Gypsy woman if he ran her over, the man 
replies that yes it would.  Why does he not question 
Borat’s intentions, or even refuse to sell him a car?  
This seems very worrying, as if someone with real 
intentions had obtained the car, they could do real 
damage. 

In conclusion, I think that the most shocking 
element of ‘Borat’ is the views and beliefs it elicits 
from the American people; it seems horrific that in a 
country so highly developed and advanced that 
people could still have such out-dated and often 
murderous beliefs.  Though I do not condone Baron 
Cohen’s representation of a Kazakhstani male, I 
understand why he has made it that way, and believe 
that most people would realise it was not a 
necessarily accurate representation.   
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