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War and Revolution

1914-1919

In the summer of 1914 the nations of Europe went willingly to war. They believed they had
no other choice. Both peoples and governments confidently expected a short war leading
to a decisive victory and thought that European society would be able to go on as before.
These expectations were totally mistaken. The First World War was long, indecisive, and
tremendously destructive. To the shell-shocked generation of survivors, it was known
simply as the Great War because of its unprecedented scope and intensity.

From today’s perspective, it is clear that the First World War was closely connected
to the ideals and developments of the previous century. Industrialization, which promised
arising standard of living, now produced horrendous weapons that killed and maimed mil-
lions. Imperialism, which promised to civilize those the Europeans considered savages,
now led to intractable international conflicts. Nationalism, which promised to bring com-
patriots together in a harmonious nation-state, now encouraged hateful prejudice and
chauvinism. The extraordinary violence of world war shook confidence in such nineteenth-
century certainties to its core.

The war would also have an enormous impact on the century that followed. The need
to provide extensive supplies and countless soldiers for the war effort created mass suffer-
ing, encouraged the rise of the bureaucratic state, and brought women in increasing num-
bers into the workplace. Millions were killed or wounded at the front, and millions more
grieved these losses. Grand states collapsed: the Russian, Austro-Hungarian, and Otto-
man Empires passed into history. The trauma of war contributed to the rise of extremist
politics —in the Russian Revolution of 1917 the Bolsheviks established a radical Commu-
nist regime, and totalitarian Fascist movements gained popularity across Europe in the
postwar decades. Explaining the war’s causes and consequences remains one of the great

challenges for historians of modern Europe. ®
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Life In World War I,  This painting by British artist Paul Nash portrays a supply road on the western front.
ash's somber palette, tiny figures, and Cubist-influenced landscape capture the devastationand anonymous
violence of total war. (@ mpdrial War Musem, Londan, U K./The Bridgemar Art Library) '

‘ LearningCurve
L) After reading the chapter, go online and use LearningCurve to retain what you've read. 1

What caused the outbreak of the First World War? Why did world war lead to revolution in Russia, and
what was its outcome?

How did the First World War differ from previous wars? 1€
) In what ways was the Allied peace settlement flawed?

In what ways did the war transform life on the home
front?
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The Road to War

What caused the outbreak of the
First World War?

Historians have long debated why Europeans so read-
ily pursued a war that was long and costly and failed
to resolve the problems faced by the combatant na-
tions. There was no single most important cause.
Growing competition over colonies and world mar-
kets, a belligerent arms race, and a series of diplomatic
crises sharpened international tensions. On the home
front, new forms of populist nationalism strengthened
people’s unquestioning belief in “my country right or
wrong” while ongoing domestic conflicts encouraged
governments to pursue aggressive foreign policies in at-
tempts to bolster national unity. All helped pave the
road to war.

Growing International Confiict

The First World War began, in part, because Buropegn:
statesmen failed to resolve the diplomatic h'"’ble;ﬁni
created by Germany's rise to Great Power stagys, 'IIi:e!IT
Franco-Prussian War and the unification of Germgy :
opened a new era in international relations, By W.'.a i:
end in 1871, France was defeated, and Bismarck had |
made Prussia-Germany the most powerful nagioy il
Europe (see Chapter 23). After 1871 Bismarck decly l‘e:l"j
that Germany was a “satisfied” power. Within Europe,
he stated, Germany had no territorial ambitions anéﬁ
wanted only peace. i

But how was peace to be preserved? Bismarclds firse
concern was to keep France— bitter over its defeat and.
the loss of Alsace and Lorraine—diplomatically iso-
lated and without allies. His second concern was the:
threat to peace posed by the enormous multinationai
empires of Austria-Hungary and Russia, particularly i

Map 25.1 European Alliances at the Outbreak of World War |,1914 At the start of World War
I, Europe was divided into two hostile alliances: the Triple Entente of Britain, France, and Russia, and
the Triple Alliance of Germany, Austria-Hungary, and Italy. ltaly joined the Entente in 1915.
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Chronology

heastern Europe, where the waning 1914-1918
h of the l_')ttoman Empire ha‘d cre- June 28,1914
2 threatening power vacuum in the
red border territories of the Balkans.
smarck’s accomplishments in for- August 1914
policy were great, but only tempo- September 1914
From 1871 to the late 1880s, he
inrained German leadership in inter-
ional affairs, and he signed a series October 1914
defensive alliances with  Austria- 1915
oy and Russia designed to isolate
ce. Yet in 1890 the new emperor
Jiam 11 incautiously dismissed Bis-
ck, in part because he disagreed with
chancellor’s friendly policy toward
gsia. Under William I, Bismarck's 1916
fully planned alliance system began
i ‘uﬁ;azel. Germany refused to renew a 1916-1918
nonaggression pact with Russia, the cen-
siece of Bismarcks system, in spite of 1917
sian willingness to do so. This fateful

1915-1918

'V., srompted long-isolated republi-
R 2 PRl March1917
fering loans, arms, and s t. In carly April 1917
¢ qwce and Russia became milicary
) October-

s a result, continental Europe .
ey o November 1917
W into two rival blocs. The

Triple Alliance of Austria, Germany, November 1917
and laaly faced an increasingly hostile

and France, and 1918

1918-1920

o/

Map _ﬁ f ). . 1919
ivalries deepened on the conti-

nent, Creat Britain’s foreign policy be- 1923

came  increasingly crucial. After 1891

Britain was the only uncommitted Great
Power. Many Germans and some Britons
fele that the advanced, racially related
1d Anglo-Saxon peoples were natural allies. France in the Anglo-French Entente of 1904, which
1ad prevailed between  settled all outstanding colonial disputes between Brit-
and Great Britain since the mid-eighteenth cen- ain and France.
ave way to a bitter Anglo-German rivalry. Alarmed by Britain’s closer ties | Triple Ailance The alliance
sons for this ill-faced develop- o France, Germany’s leaders de- of Austria, Germany, and
ommercial rivalry in world markets between cided to test the strength of their Italy. Italy left the alliance
ny and Great Britain inc sharply in the  alliance. In 1905 William Il de- when war broke out in 1914
908, as Germany became a ¢ industrial power. lared  chat  Morocco—where on the grounds that Austria
N ‘ had launched a war of

hany's ambitious  pursuit of colonies further

ed British interests. Above all, € y's deci- was an independent, sos aggression.

slon in 1900 to expand )‘1”1(;111[1)/ its batile fleet
posed a challeng tain’s g-standing naval su- many r
liam 1l insisted on an international conference in hopes

state and demanded  that

ive the same trading rights as France. Wil-
psion, British
lobal posi- that his saber rarding would set

rmany’s benefit. But his crude bullying only
seether, and C

Premacy. In 1
feaders P udenty shored up their exposed |
tion with alliances and ) Bricain im[:)r(')'\'&:k.] tion Lo
its often-sirained relations with the United S
cluded an alliance with Japan in 1902, and allied with many left the cc

brought Frar
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Chapter 25 War and Revolution

The result of the First Moroccan Crisis in 1905 was
something of a diplomatic revolution. Britain, France,
Russia, and even the United States began to see Ger-
many as a potential threat. At the same time, German
leaders began to see sinister plots to encircle Germany
and block its development as a world power. In 1907
Russia, battered by its disastrous war with Japan and
the revolution of 1905, agreed to settle its quarrels with
Great Britain in Persia and Central Asia and signed the
Anglo-Russian Agreement. ‘This agreement laid the
foundation of the Triple Entente
(ahn-TAHNT), an alliance be-
tween Britain, Russia, and France.

Germany’s decision to expand
its navy with a large, enormously
expensive  fleet of  big-gun
battleships, known as “dreadnoughts” because of their
great size and power, heightened international ten-
sions. German patriots saw a large navy as the legiti-
mate right of a great world power and as a source of
national pride. But British leaders saw the German
buildup as a military challenge that forced them to
spend the “People’s Budget” (see Chapter 23) on
battleships rather than on social welfare. In 1909 the
London Daily Mail hysterically informed its readers
that “Germany is deliberately preparing to destroy the
British Empire.”! By then Britain had sided psycho-
logically, if not officially, with France and Russia.

The leading nations of Europe were divided into
two hostile camps, both ill-prepared to deal with the
worsening situation in the Balkans. Britain, France,
and Russia— the Triple Entente— were in direct op-
position to the German-led Triple Alliance. This un-
fortunate treaty system only confirmed the failure of
all European leaders to incorporate Bismarck’s mighty
empire permanently and peacefully into the interna-
tional system. By 1914 many believed that war was
inevitable (see Map 25.1).

Triple Entente The alliance
of Great Britain, France, and
Russia prior to and during |
the First World War.

The Mood of 1914

Diplomatic rivalries and international crises played key
roles in the rush to war, but a complete understanding
of the war’s origins requires an account of the “mood of
1914” —the attitudes and convictions of Europeans
around 1914.2 Widespread militarism (the popular ap-
proval of military institutions and their values) and
nationalism encouraged leaders and citizens alike to
see international relations as an arena for the testing of
national power, with war if necessary.

Germany was especially famous for its powerful and
aggressive army, but military institutions played a
prominent role in affairs of state and in the lives of
ordinary people across Europe. In a period marked by
diplomatic tensions, politicians relied on generals and
military experts to help shape public policy. All the

1914\1 Mo

Great Powers built up their armed forces and desiond
mobilization plans to rush men and Weapons g
field of battle. Universal conscription in Gerpl
France, Italy, Austria-Hungary, and Russia— .
Britain still relied on a volunteer army — exposed |1
dreds of thousands of young men each year to
culture and discipline.

The continent had not experienced a major conflieg
since the Franco-Prussian War (1870-1871), 5o Elﬁ-
peans vastly underestimated the destructive Pﬂtﬂnn_-.i"-
of modern weapons. Encouraged by the patriotic ﬂ_
tional press, many believed that war was glor'imgg'
manly, and heroic. If they expected another conﬂ'j"
they thought it would be over quickly. Leading polj I
cians and intellectuals likewise portrayed war as 5
of strength that would lead to national unity and ye.
newal. Such ideas permeated European society. As one
German volunteer wrote in his diary as he left for e
front in 1914, “I believe that this war is a challenge for
our time and for each individual, a test by fire, that we
may ripen into manhood, become men able to cope
with the coming stupendous years and events.”

Support for military values was closely linked o a
growing sense of popular nationalism, the notion that
one’s country was superior to all others (see Chapters
21 and 23). Since the 1850s the spread of the idea thar.
members of an ethnic group should live together in a
homogeneous, united national state had provoked all
kinds of international conflicts over borders and citi=
zenship rights. Nationalism drove the spiraling arms:
race and the struggle over colonies. Broad popular
commitment to national interests above all else weaks
ened groups that thought in terms of internationdl
communities and consequences. Expressions of antl=
war sentiment by socialists or women’s groups Were:
seen as a betrayal of country in time of need. Inspired
by nationalist beliefs, much of the population was:
ready for war. :

Leading statesmen had practical reasons for promot=
ing militarism and nationalism. Political leaders had
long used foreign adventurism and diplomatic postut=
ing to distract the people from domestic conflicts. 1t
Great Britain, leaders faced civil war in Northern ]fc,__'-
land and a vocal and increasingly radical womens
movement. In Russia, defeat in the Russo-Japanese War
(1904-1905) and the revolution of 1905 had gl'ﬂﬂ[ll_f
weakened support for the tsarist regime. In Germang
the victory of the Marxist Social Democratic Party !
the parliamentary elections of 1912 led government
authorities to worry that the country was falling a4par®
The French likewise faced difficult labor and budg¢t
problems.

Determined to hold onto power and frightened by
rising popular movements, ruling classes across Furop®
were willing to gamble on diplomatic brinksmanshiP
and even war to postpone dealing with intractable 50



o1 -1919

.+ { and political conflicts. Victory promised to pre-
e the privileged positions of elites and rally the
" s behind the national cause. The patriotic nation-
..."]I o polstered by the outbreak of war did bring unity
" e short run, but the wealthy governing classes un-
Cestimated the risk of war to themselves. They had
b aorren that great wars and great social revolutions
often go hand in hand.

The Cutbreak of War
On June 28, 1914, Archduke Francis Ferdinand, heir

10 the Austro-Hungarian throne, was assassinated by
Serbian revolutionaries during a state visit to the Bos-
njan capital of Sarajevo (sar-uh-YAY-voh). After a series
of failed attempts to bomb the archduke’s motorcade,
Gaviilo Princip, a fanatical member of the radical
group the Black Hand, shot the archdulke and his wife,
Sophie, in their automobile. After his capture, Princip
remained defiant, asserting at his trial, “T am a Yugo-
slav nationalist, aiming for the unification of all Yugo-
slavs, and T do not care what form of state, but it must
be free from Austria.™

| Princip’s deed, in the crisis-ridden border between
the weakened Ottoman and Austro-Hungarian Em-
ﬁires, led Europe into world war. In the early years of
the twentieth century, war in the Balkans— “the pow-
der keg of Europe” —seemed inevitable. The reason
was simple: between 1900 and 1914 the Western pow-
ers had successfully forced the Ottoman rulers to give

up their European territories. Serbs, Bulgarians, Al-

"German Militarism

rE

The Road to War 827

banians, and others now sought to establish indepen-
dent nation-states, and the ethnic nationalism inspired
by these changing state boundaries was destroying the
Ottoman Empire and threatening Austria-Hungary
(Map 25.2). 'The only questions were what kinds of
wars would result and where they would lead.

By the carly twenticth century nationalism in
southeastern Europe was on the rise. Independent Ser-
bia was cager to build a state that would include all
ethnic Serbs and was chus openly hostile to Austria-
Hungary and the Ottoman Einpire, since both states
included substantial Serbian minorities within their
borders. To block Serbian expansion, Austria in 1908
annexed the territories of Bosnia and Herzegovina
(hehrt-suh-goh-VEE-nuh). The southern part of the
Austro-Hungarian Empire now included an even
larger Serbian population. Serbians expressed rage but
could do nothing without support from Russia, their
traditional ally.

The tensions in the Balkans soon erupted into re-
gional warfare. In the First Balkan War (1912), Serbia
joined Greece and Bulgaria to attack the Ottoman
Empire and then quarreled with Bulgaria over the
spoils of victory. In the Second Balkan War (1913),
Bulgaria attacked its former allies. Austria intervened
and forced Serbia to give up Albania. After centuries,
nationalism had finally destroyed the Ottoman Em-
pire in Europe. Encouraged by their success against
the Ottomans, Balkan nationalists increased their de-
mands for freedom from Austria-Hungary, dismaying
the leaders of that multinational empire.

The German emperor William |1 reviews his troops with the Italian king Victor
‘Emmanuel in front of the royal palace in Potsdam in 1902. Aggressive militarism and popular
nationalism helped pave the road to war. (© Scherl/sv-8ilderdienst/The Image Works)
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Map 25.2 The Balkans, 1878-1914  After the Congress of Berlin in 1878, the Ottoman Empire
suffered large territorial losses but remained a power in the Balkans. By 1914 Ottoman control had
given way to ethnic population groups that flowed across political boundaries, and growing

Serbian national aspirations threatened Austria-Hungary.

Within this complex context, the assassination of
Archduke Francis Ferdinand instigated a five-week
period of intense diplomatic activity that culminated
in world war. The leaders of
Austria-Hungary  concluded
that Serbia was implicated in
the assassination and deserved
severe punishment. On July
23 Austria-Hungary gave Ser-
bia an unconditional ultima-
tum that would violate Ser-
\(.;\VERMANY bian sovereignty. When Serbia
> replied moderately but eva-
sively, Austria mobilized its
armies and declared war on
Setbia on July 28. In this
way, multinational Austria-
Hungary, desperate to save
its empire, deliberately chose
g~ war to stem the rising tide of

hostile nationalism within its
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From the beginning of the crisis, Germany pushed
Austria-Hungary to confront Serbia and thus bore
much responsibility for turning a little war into a
world war. Emperor William II and his chancellor
Theobald von Bethmann-Hollweg realized that war
between Austria and Russia was likely, for a resurgent
Russia would not stand by and watch the Austrians
crush the Serbs. Yet Bethmann-Hollweg hoped that
although Russia (and its ally France) would go to war,
Great Britain would remain neutral, unwilling to fight
in the distant Balkans. With that hope, the German
chancellor sent a telegram to Austria-Hungary, which
promised that Germany would “faithfully stand by” itS
ally in case of war. This “blank check” of unconditional
support encouraged the prowar faction in Vienna t0
take a hard line against the Serbs at a time when mod-
eration might still have limited the crisis. (See “Ptiz
mary Source 25.1: German Diplomacy and the Road
to War,” at right.)

The diplomatic situation quickly spiraled out of
control as military plans and timetables began to dic-
tate policy. Vast Russia required much more time t0



rhis “top secret” diplomatic report, written a week after the
esassination of Archduke Francis Ferdinand, suggests that
Emperor William Il (Kaiser Wilhelm in the text below) of

! ormany will offer Austria-Hungary unconditional support
i ﬁ;j';g actions against Serbia. According to many historians,
German encouragement helped push Austria-Hungary into
war with Serbia despite the risk of Russian involvement.

u From the Austro-Hungarian Ambassador in Berlin to
the Austro-Hungarian Foreign Minister in Vienna

gerlin, July 5,1914

Top secret

After | informed Kaiser Wilhelm that | had a letter from
His Imperial and Royal Apostolic Majesty [Emperor Franz
Hoseph | of Austria], which Count Hoyos delivered to me
\{oday to present to him, | received an invitation from the
_German Majesties to a déjeuner {lunch] at noon today in

\the Neue Palais [New Palace]. | presented His Majesty
\with the exalted letter and the attached memorandum.

The Kaiser read both papers quite carefully in my presence.

First, His Majesty assured me that he had expected us
to take firm action against Serbia, but he had to concede
that, as a result of the conflicts facing our most gracious
Lord, he needed to take into account a serious complica-
tion in Europe, which is why he did not wish to give any
definite answer prior to consultations with the chancellor
[Bethmann-Hollweg). When, after our déjeuner, | once
again emphasized the gravity of the situation, His Majesty
authorized me to report to our most gracious Lord that in
this case, too, we could count on Germany's full support.
/s mentioned, he first had to consult with the chancellor,
but he did not have the slightest doubt that Herr von
Bethmann Hollweg would fully agree with him, particu-
larly with regard to action on our part against Serbia. In
his [Kaiser Wilhelm's] opinion, though, there was no need
to wait patiently before taking action.

mobilize its armies than did Germany and Austria-
Hungary. And since the complicated mobilization
plans of the Russian general staff assumed a two-front
war with both Austria and Germany, Russia could not
mobilize against one without mobilizing against the
other. Therefore, on July 29 Tsar Nicholas II ordered
full mobilization, which in effect declared war on both
the empire and Germany. The German general staff
had also long thought in terms of a two-front war.
Their misguided Schlieffen Plan called for a quick vic-
tory over France after a lightning attack through neu-
tral Belgium — the quickest way to reach Paris— before

cerman Diplomacy and the Road to War

PRIMARY SOURCE 25.1

The Kaiser said that Russia’s stance would always
be a hostile one, but he had been prepared for this for
many years, and even if war broke out between Austria-
Hungary and Russia, we could rest assured that Germany
would take our side, in line with its customary loyalty.
According to the Kaiser, as things stood now, Russia was
not at all ready for war. It would certainly have to think
hard before making a call to arms. Nevertheless, it would
attempt to turn the other powers of the Triple Entente
against us and to fan the flames in the Balkans.

The Kaiser said he understood full well that it would
be difficult for His Imperial and Royal Apostolic Majesty
[Emperor Franz Joseph] to march into Serbia, given his
well-known love of peace; however, if we really deemed
a military operation against Serbia necessary, he [Kaiser
Wilhelm] would find it regrettable if we did not seize the
present moment, which was so favorable for us.

[A short review of the German position on Romania
and Bulgaria and a timetable for further diplomatic dis-
cussion followed. The next day the German chancellor
sent a telegram to Vienna intended to assure the Austrian
emperor that Germany “will faithfully stand by Austria-
Hungary.”) @

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. What does this report reveal about Germany's position
in the Great Power politics that led to the First World
War? What is Emperor William iI's attitude toward
Russia?

2. Why would the German emperor encourage Austro-
Hungarian aggressiveness? How much responsibility
does he bear for the war that followed?

Source: German Historical Institute online archive, http://www.ghi-dc.org/
index.php?option:com_content&view:article&id=151&|temid=108. Courtesy of
German History in Documents and images.

turning on Russia. On August 3 German armies in-
vaded Belgium. Great Britain declared war on Ger-
many the following day.

The speed of the so-called July Crisis created shock,
panic, and excitement, and a bellicose public helped
propel Europe into war. In the
final days of July and the first
few days of August, massive
crowds thronged the streets of
Paris, London, St. Petersburg,
Berlin, and Vienna. Shouting
prowar slogans, the enthusiastic

| Schlieffen Plan Failed
German plan calling for a
lightning attack through

| neutral Belgium and a

| quick defeat of France
before turning on Russia.

829




830  Chapter 25 War and Revolution
crowds pushed politicians and military leaders toward
the increasingly inevitable confrontation. Events pro-
ceeded rapidly, and those who opposed the war could
! ' I do little to prevent its arrival. In a little over a month, a
| i limited Austrian-Serbian war had become a European-

! wide conflict, and the First World War had begun.
I

| llﬁ' i'l

|||||ﬂ' { How did the First World War differ from
I|||||l|‘ i previous wars?
|
i}
|

Iy

e When the Germans invaded Belgium in August 1914,
ypl.‘ﬂlll they and everyone else thought that the war would be
i short and relatively painless. Many sincerely believed

{i 'll'l",‘k" that “the boys will be home by Christmas.” They were
[

!
. i
”‘ I‘“l |
Iyl
il

Waging Total War

wrong. On the western front in France and the east-
ern front in Russia, the belligerent armies bogged down
in a new and extremely costly kind of war, termed

total war by German general Erich

life in order to supply the
armies at the front with
supplies and weapons.

total war A war in which Ludendorff. Total war meant new

. distinctions between the roles for soldiers and civilians alike.
bt soldiers on the battlefield At the front, total war meant
' Hmu’ﬂ i and civilians at home are lengthy, deadly battles fought with
, {l blurred, and where the all the destructive weapons a highly
I government plans and industrialized society could pro-
I““ | I:m! controls economic and social duce. At home, national econo-

mies were geared toward the war
effort. Governments revoked civil
liberties, and many civilians lost

Ay

{1

il trench warfare A type of lives or livelihoods as occupying
||“| l fighting used in World War | armies moved through their towns
w i behind rows of trenches, and cities. The struggle expanded
[ ' mines, and barbed wire; the outside Europe, and the Middle
“l | cost in lives was staggering East, Africa, East Asia, and the
F |klil and the gains in territory United States were all brought into
]”I mﬁ‘ minimal. the maelstrom of total war.
' Il i
Wi Stalemate and Slaughter
ik e on the Western Front
'i- | In the face of the German invasion, the Belgian army
‘ 1|l|"|- ! i heroically defended its homeland and fell back in good
[l I”"lmH ' order to join a rapidly landed British army corps near

the Franco-Belgian border. At the same time, Russian
armies attacked eastern Germany, forcing the Germans
to transfer much-needed troops to the east. Instead
of quickly capturing Paris per the Schlieffen Plan, by
the end of August dead-tired German soldiers were ad-
vancing slowly along an enormous front in the scorch-
ing summer heat.

On September 6 the French attacked a gap in the
German line at the Battle of the Marne. For three days,

S48

France threw everything into the attack. At ope po
the French government desperately rcquisitinnc'd’. 1t
the taxis of Paris to rush reserves to the front, Fi"lai ‘
the Germans fell back. France had been Miracy l
saved (Map 25.3). R
With the armies stalled, both sides began di
trenches to protect themselves from machine-gun e
By November 1914 an unbroken line of four hund 3
miles of defensive trenches extended from the Belgi g
coast through northern France and on to the SWL&&
frontier. Armies on both sides dug in behind roy ofl
trenches, mines, and barbed wire defenses, and slauga_‘
ter on the western front began in earnest. The cost m
lives of trench warfare was staggering, the gains in g
ritory minuscule. For ordinary soldiers, conditions i
the trenches were atrocious. (See “Living in the Pygp,
Life and Death on the Western Front,” page 834.) Re.
cently invented weapons, the products of an industtia]
age, made battle impersonal, traumatic, and t'xl'remély_
deadly. The machine gun, hand grenades, poison ggg,
flamethrowers, long-range artillery, the airplane, and
the tank were all used to murderous effect. All favore(
the defense, increased casualty rates, and revolution-
ized the practice of war.
The leading generals of the combatant nations, who
had learned military tactics and strategy in the nine-
teenth century, struggled to understand trench warfare,
For four years they repeated the same mistakes, mount-
ing massive offensives designed to achieve decisive
breakthroughs. Brutal frontal assaults against highly
fortified trenches might overrun the enemy’s frontline,
but attacking soldiers rarely captured any substantial
territory. The French and British offensives of 1915
never gained more than three miles of territory. In
1916 the unsuccessful German campaign against Ver-
dun cost some 700,000 lives on both sides and ended
with the combatants in their original positions. The
results in 1917 were little better. In hard-fought battles
on all fronts, millions of young men were wounded o
died for no real gain.
The Battle of the Somme, a great British offensive
undertaken in the summer of 1916 in northern France
exemplified the horrors of trench warfare. The battle
began with a weeklong heavy artillery bombardment
on the German line, intended to cut the barbed wite
fortifications, decimate the enemy trenches, and pre-
vent the Germans from making an effective defense.
For seven days and nights, the British arrillery fired
nonstop on the German lines, expending 3 million
shells. On July 1 the British went “over the top,” climb-
ing out of the trenches and moving into no-man's land:
toward the German lines, dug into a series of ridges
about half a mile away. ‘
During the bombardment, the Germans had fled to
their dugouts—underground shelters dug deep int©
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Chapter 25 War and Revolution

the trenches—where they suf-
fered from lack of water, food,
or sleep. But they survived. As
the British soldiers neared the
German lines and the shelling
stopped, the Germans emerged
from their bunkers, set up
their machine guns, and
mowed down the approaching
troops. In many places, the
wire had not been cut by the
bombardment, so the attack-
ers, held in place by the wire,
made ecasy targets. About
20,000 British men were killed
and 40,000 more were
wounded on just the first day,
a crushing loss that shook
troop morale and public opin-
ion at home. The battle lasted
until November, and in the
end the British did push the

Germans back—a  whole

seven miles. Some 420,000 British, 200,000 French,
and 600,000 Germans were killed or wounded de-

fending an insignificant piece of land.

Writing Home from the Front  Cramped within the tight
network of trenches on the western front, a British soldier

writes a letter home while
his compatriots rest
before the next engage-
ment. The post was
typically the only
connection between
soldiers and their
relatives, and over 28
billion pieces of mail
passed between home
and front on all sides
during the war. Mass-
produced postcards such
as this one often por-
trayed fantasies about

loved ones at home.
(photo: Courtesy of the Trustees
of the Imperial War Museum;
postcard: Imperial War
Museum/The Art Archive

at Art Resource, NY)
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As the war ground on, exhausted soldiers foung
difficult to comprehend or describe the bloody realiy .
of their experiences at the front. As one Frencly suld :
wrote:

I went over the top, I ran, I shouted, I hit, | Cfuﬁ
remember where or who. I crossed the wire, jy Mped
over holes, crawled through shell craters still ‘tlnk-
ing of explosives, men were falling, shot in twq as
they ran; shouts and gasps were half muffied by et
sweeping surge of gunfire. But it was like a nighte
mare mist all around me. ... Now my part in j¢ jo ‘
over for a few minutes. . . . Something is red gyey
there; something is burning. Something is red at m},
feet: blood.? ]

The anonymous, almost unreal qualities of high-
tech warfare made its way into the art and literature of
the time. In each combatant nation, artists and writers
sought to portray the nightmarish quality of total war,
Paintings by artists like Paul Nash, whose pa_lnting
Menin Road opens this chapter, or the poems of the
famous British “trench poets,” may do more to capture:
the experience of the war than contemporary photos or
the dry accounts of historians. (See “Primary Source:
25.2: Poetry in the Trenches,” at right.)
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|ohn McCrae, “In Flanders Fields”

Ih Flanders fields the poppies blow
Between the crosses, row on row
That mark our place; and in the sky
The larks, still bravely singing, fly
scarce heard amid the guns below.

NS M Re

\We are the Dead. Short days ago
We lived, felt dawn, saw sunset glow,
Loved and were loved, and now we lie

In Flanders fields.

Take up our quarre! with the foe:
Toyou from failing hands we throw
The torch; be yours to hold it high.
If ye break faith with us who die
We shall not sleep, though poppies grow
' In Flanders fields.

‘Wilfred Owen, “Dulce et Decorum Est”

Bent double, like old beggars under sacks,

Knock-kneed, coughing like hags, we cursed through
sludge,

Till on the haunting flares we turned our backs

‘And towards our distant rest began to trudge.

‘Men marched asleep. Many had lost their boots,

\But limped on, blood-shod. All went lame; all blind;

\Drunk with fatigue; deaf even to the hoots

‘Of gas-shells dropping softly behind.

\Gas! GAS! Quick, boys! — An ecstasy of fumbling
Fitting the clumsy helmets just in time,

‘But someone still was yelling out and stumbling
/And flound'ring like a man in fire or lime. —

Dim through the misty panes and thick green light,
‘As under | green sea, | saw him drowning.

Inall my dreams before my helpless sight
‘He plunges at me, guttering, choking, drowning.

Ifin some smothering dreams, you too could pace
Behind the wagon that we flung him in,

And watch the white eyes writhing in his face,

His hanging face, like a devil's sick of sin,

poetry in the Trenches

The trauma of the First World War generated an outburst of cultural creation, and each nation had
. favored group of artists and writers. Among the most famous were Britain’s “trench poets," includ-

PRIMARY SOURCE 25.2

ia g John McCrae, Wilfred Owen, and Siegfried Sassoon. All three served in France. McCrae, a medical
diicer, died of an infection contracted in a field hospital close to the front. Owen was killed in action
fl., o week before the end of the war. Sassoon survived, but was always haunted by the death of his
ose friend Owen and his horrific memories of the fighting.

If you could hear, at every jolt, the blood

Come gargling from the froth-corrupted lungs
Bitter as the cud

Of vile, incurable sores on innocent tongues, —
My friend, you would not tell with such high zest
To children ardent for some desperate glory,

The old Lie: Dulce et decorum est

Pro patria mori.*

Siegfried Sassoon, “Attack”

At dawn the ridge emerges massed and dun
in the wild purple of the glowering sun,
Smouldering through spouts of drifting smoke that
shroud
The menacing scarred slope; and, one by one,
Tanks creep and topple forward to the wire.
The barrage roars and lifts. Then, clumsily bowed
With bombs and guns and shovels and battle-gear,
Men jostle and climb to meet the bristling fire.
Lines of grey, muttering faces, masked with fear,
They leave their trenches, going over the top,
While time ticks blank and busy on their wrists,
And hope, with furtive eyes and grappling fists,
Flounders in the mud. O Jesu, make it stop!

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. Each of these poems was written during the war. How
does each author bridge the traditional language and
rhythm of poetry and the brutality of modern warfare?

2. What messages do the poems have for the reader at
home?

3. What do these poems reveal about the effects of
World War | on the fine arts and literature?

Sources: John McCrae, In Flanders Fields and Other Poems (New York: G. P.
Putnam's Sons/Knickerbocker Press, 1919), p. 15; Wilfred Owen, Poems by
Wilfred Owen (New York: Viking Press, 1921), p. 15; Siegfried Sassoon,
Counter-Attack and Other Poems (New York: E. P. Dutton, 1918), p. 18.

*|t is sweet and fitting to die / For one's country.
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LIVING IN THE PAST

Life and Death on the Western Fron:

il

||l| I”H ardship and tedium alternated with spasms of in-  lion were wounded. One historian estimates that fully he
f | | describable violence on the western front. Enlisted  of all dead soldiers went either missing or unidentifieds

i 1'“ . men rotated in and out of position, at best spend-  tidy rows of crosses in military cemeteries mask a hm'-_:"

ol b ing two weeks at base, two weeks in reserve positions, reality. For these dead, Woodrow Wilson's words rangir_

IﬂIUHP‘"} and two weeks in the trenches on the frontlines. They had ~ World War | was indeed “the war to end all wars” Th

|l||M| U little leave time to visit loved ones at home, though they — were less clear for the survivors. The maimed veter,

' ! exchanged literally billions of letters and postcards with traumatized by “shell shock” or missing limbs or facial fege
f"m‘” friends and family. At the front, mud and vermin, bad tures—became an inescapable element of postw;-n‘life.a-';n
f ['y food, damp and cold, and wretched living quarters were the  culture. 1
F""Wm norm. Soldiers spent most of their time repairing rough

trenches and dugouts and standing watch for an enemy

I i

IH’““'“"-" they rarely saw. Soldiers wore gas masks like

I “ ]\ During periods of combat, modern weapons like mus-  this American-made one as
|

‘ﬂ‘

lif [

tard gas, the machine gun, and long-range artillery resulted protection from enemy artillery
in horrific destruction. Units were often decimated in poorly  that fired shells containing
planned frontal assaults, and comrades could rarely retrieve poisonous gas. (Collection Memorial
""-" the wounded and dead from no-man's land between the eV
: H@ lines. Bodies, mangled by high explosives, were ground into
fit the mud and disappeared, or became part of the earthworks
‘ Mlml{ themselves. A British soldier described the appalling effects:
' “The last | saw of him was two arms straining madly at the
“‘“J‘W ground, blood pouring from his mouth while legs and body
'M“I il sank into a shellhole filled with water.”*
I. “Iﬂlul The statistics tell a no less staggering
:“Hllmﬂu story. More than 8 million combatants on all
.u. _ sides died during the war, and some 21 mil-
i

” | *Quoted in Denis Winter, Death's iden: Soldiers of the Great War
I (London: Penguin, 1979), p. 180,

To govern these occupied territories, the Germans,
installed a vast military bureaucracy, with some 15,0001

The Widening War
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On the eastern front, the slaughter did not immedi-
ately degenerate into trench warfare, and the fighting
was dominated by Germany. Repulsing the initial
Russian attacks, the Germans won major victories at
the Battles of Tannenberg and the Masurian Lales in
August and September 1914, Russia put real pressure
on the relacively wealk Austro-Hungarian army, but by
1915 the eascern front had stabilized in Germany's
favor. A staggering 2.5 million Russian soldiers had
been killed, wounded, or captured. German armies oc-
cupied huge swaths of the Russian empire in central
Furope, including ethnie Polish, Belorussian, and Bal-
tic territories. Yer Russia continued ro fight, marking
another Failure of the Schlictfen Plan.

army administrators and professional specialists. Anti=
Slavic prejudice dominated the mind-set of the ocet=
piers, who viewed the local Slavs as savages and ethni¢’
“mongrels.” German military administrators used pris=
oners of war and refugees as forced labor. They stole
animals and crops from local farmers to supply the 0¢
cupying army or send home to Germany. About one:
third of the civilian population was killed or became
refugees under this brutal occupation. In the long rum
the German state hoped to curn these territories into
German possessions, a chilling forerunner of Nazi pok
icies in World War [1.°

The changing tides of victory and hopes for I'l:‘i"'i’m'

rial gains brought neutral countries into the wa (s¢€
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British soldiers "going over the top.” (Pictaral Press Ltd/Alamy)

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

1. How did highly industrialized warfare affect the ev-
aryday experience of enlisted men in the First
World War?

at were the effects of modern weaponry, and how
e weapons change the way soldiers were

buried?
How do the images shown here differin their
depiction of war? What might the postcard artist
the nhotographer have intended in showing these

vs of World War 1?

Map 25.3). [caly, a meimber of the'l i”iplc} Alltance since
1882, had declared its neucrality in 1914 on che
grounds that Austria had launched a war of aggression.
Then in May 1915 Taly switched sides to join the
Triple Encente in recuen for promises of Austrian ter-
titory, The war along the laltan- /'\l!\'l"l"i;m frone was
bitrer and de adly and cost some 600,000 leafian lives.

11 October 1914 the Ottoman l_lmpn'ct joined Aus-
tia and Germany, by then konown as che Central
Poviers, The following September Bulgaria followed
the Otroman J mpire’s lc,.ld in order to s(;,lilc, old scores
with Serbia. The Balkans, with the exception of Greece,
Central Powers.

were occupied b> the
The enery of the Otcomans carrie d the war into the
’\/l:‘ddhr Ease, Fleavy ||~|y||n~ herween the Ortomans

and the Russians enve |<;|n ] IIH Armenians, who lived

CAMPAGNE. 1914
La pmsz dund-mpeau

s Franch @
alebrates vi
cvarthes Garmans
in the 1914 campaign
and idealizes the

Thi
a8

bloody reality of
trench wa

on both sides of the border and had experienced brural
repression by the Otromans in 1909. When in 1915
some Armenians welcomed Russian armies as libera-
tors, the Ortoman government, with German support,
ordered a mass deportation of its Armenian citizens
from their homeland. [n this early example of modern
ethnic cleansing, about 1 million Armenians died from

murder starvadon, and dise

In 1915, at the Batde of Gallipoli, Bricish forces
cried and failed to take the Dardanelles and Constanti-
nople from the Ottoman Turks. The nvasion force was

pinned (|()wn on the beaches, and the ten-month-fong

500,000 and ¢he Bridsh

ey O i\]l"“ll'l{_’,.

batcle ¢ the Ortomans

CO
265,000 ) men filled, woune

Ihe British were more successful ai inciting the

Arabs 1o revolr against their Oreoman rulers. They
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bargained with the foremost Arab leader, Hussein ibn-
Ali (1856-1931), the chief magistrate (sharif) of
Mecca, the holiest city in the Muslim world. Control-
ling much of the Ottoman Empiré’s territory along the
Red Sea, an area known as the Hejaz (see Map 25.5,
page 854), Hussein managed in 1915 to win vague
British commitments for an independent Arab king-
dom. In 1916 Husscin rebelled against the Turks, pro-
claiming himself king of the Arabs. Hussein was aided
by the British liaison officer T. E. Lawrence, who in
1917 helped lead Arab soldiers in 2 successful guerrilla
war against the Turks on the Arabian peninsula.

The British enjoyed similar victories in the Ottoman
province of Iraq. British troops occupied the southern
Iraqi city of Basra in 1914 and captured Baghdad in
1917. In September 1918 British armies and their
Arab allies rolled into Syria. This offensive culminated
in the rriumphal entry of Hussein’s son Faisal into Da-
mascus. Arab patriots in Syria and Traq now expected a
large, unified Arab nation-state to rise from the dust of
the Ottoman collapse—though they would later be
disappointed by the Western powers (see page 853).

The war spread to East Asia and colonial Africa as
well. Japan declared war on Germany in 1914, seized

Armenian Deportation In 1915, when some Armenians
welcomed Russian armies as liberators after years of
persecution, the Ottoman government ordered a genocidal
mass deportation of its Armenian citizens from their
homeland in the empire’s eastern provinces. This photo,
taken from a hotel window in Kharpert by a German
businessman in 1915, shows Turkish guards marching
Armenian men off to prison, where they were tortured to
death. About 1 million Armenians died from murder,

starvation, and disease during World War I. (Photo courtesy
of the Armenian Library & Museum of America.)

Germany's Pacific and East Asian colonies, and used
the opportunity to expand its influence in China. In®
Africa, instead of rebelling as the Germans hoped, co-

lonial subjects of the British and Fren ch generally sup=
ported the Allied powers and helped local British and
French commanders take over German colonies. More
than a million Africans and Asians served in the vari-

ous armies of the warring powers; more than double

that number served as porters to carry equipment. The

French, facing a shortage of young men, made €5pe”
cially heavy use of colonial troops from North Africa.

Large numbers of troops came from the British Coms
monwealth, a voluntary association of former British
colonies. Soldiers from Commonwealth members,
Canada, Australia, and New Zealand fought with the
British; those from Australia and New Zealand fough®
with particular distinction in the failed allied assaul®
on Gallipoli.

After three years of refusing to play a fighting roles
the United States was finally drawn into the expanding
conflict. American intervention grew out of the war af
sea and general sympathy for the Triple Entente. Att ¢
beginning of the war, Britain and France established 4
naval blockade to strangle the Central Powers. No net?
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\pal cargo ship was permitted to sail to Germany. In
atly 1915 Germany retaliated with attacks on supply
Jhips from the murderously effective new weapon, the
submarine.

~ In May 1915 a German submarine sank the Brit-
ish passenger liner Lusitania, claiming more than
1,000 lives, among them 139 U.S. citizens. President
Woodrow Wilson protested vigorously, using the trag-
edy O incite American public opinion against the Ger-
mans. To avoid almost-certain war with the United
Grates, Germany halted its submarine warfare for al-
most two years.

Early in 1917 the German military command—
hoping that improved submarines could starve Britain
into submission before the United States could come
(o its rescue— resumed unrestricted submarine war-
fare. This was a reckless gamble, and the United States
declared war on Germany in April of that year. Eventu-
ally the United States tipped the balance in favor of the
British, French, and their allies.

The Home Front

In what ways did the war transform life on the
home front?

The war’s impact on civilians was no less massive than
it was on the men crouched in the trenches. Total war
encouraged the growth of state bureaucracies, trans-
formed the lives of ordinary women and men, and by
the end inspired mass antiwar protest movements.

Mobilizing for Total War

In August 1914 many people greeted the outbreak of
hostilities enthusiastically. In every country, ordinary
folk believed that their nation was right to defend itself
from foreign aggression. With the exception of those
0n the extreme left, even socialists supported the war.
Yet by mid-October generals and politicians had be-
BUn to realize that victory would require more than
Pattiotism. Heavy casualties and the stalemate meant
€ch combatant country experienced a desperate need
for men and weapons. To keep the war machine mov-
ing, national leaders aggressively intervened in society
ind the economy.

By the late nineteenth century the responsive na-
tional state had already shown an eagerness to manage
the welfare of ifs citizens (see Chapter 23). Now, con-
fonted by the crisis of total war, the state intruded
®¥en further into people’s daily lives. New government
Ministries mobilized soldiers and armaments, estab-
Ished rationing programs, and provided care for war

The Home Front

widows and wounded veterans. Censorship offices con-
trolled news about the course of the war. Government
planning boards temporarily abandoned free-market
capitalism and set mandatory production goals and
limits on wages and prices. Government management
of highly productive industrial economies worked: it
yielded an effective and immensely destructive war ef-
fort on all sides.

Germany went furthest in developing a planned
economy to wage total war. As soon as war began, the
Jewish industrialist Walter Rathenau convinced the
government to set up the War Raw Materials Board to
ration and distribute raw materials. Under Rathenau’s
direction, every useful material from foreign oil to
barnyard manure was inventoried and rationed. More-
over, the board launched successful attempts to pro-
duce substitutes, such as synthetic rubber and nitrates,
for scarce war supplies. Food was rationed in accor-
dance with physical need. Germany failed to tax the
war profits of private firms heavily enough, however.
‘This failure contributed to massive deficit financing,
inflation, the growth of a black market, and the even-
tual re-emergence of class conflict.

Following the terrible Battles of Verdun and the
Somme in 1916, German military leaders forced the
Reichstag to accept the Auxiliary Service Law, which
required all males between seventeen and sixty to work
only at jobs considered critical to the war effort.
Women also worked in war factories, mines, and steel
mills, where they labored, like men, at heavy and dan-
gerous jobs. While war production increased, people
lived on little more than one thousand calories a day.

After 1917 Germany'’s leaders ruled by decree. Gen-
erals Paul von Hindenburg and Erich Ludendorff—
heroes of Tannenberg— drove Chancellor Bethmann-
Hollweg from office. With the support of the newly
formed ultraconservative Fatherland Party, the gener-
als established a military dictatorship. Hindenburg
called for the ultimate mobilization for total war. Ger-
many could win, he said, only “if all the treasures of
our soil that agriculture and industry can produce are
used exclusively for the conduct of War. . . . All other
considerations must come second.”” Thus in Germany
total war led to the establishment of history’s first “to-
talitarian” society, a model for future National Social-
ists, or Nazis.

Only Germany was directly ruled by a military
government, yet leaders in all the belligerent nations
took power from parliaments, suspended civil liber-
ties, and ignored democratic procedures. After 1915
the British Ministry of Munitions organized private
industry to produce for the war, allocated labor, set
wage and price rates, and settled labor disputes. In
France, a weakened parliament met without public
oversight, and the courts jailed pacifists who dared
criticize the state. Once the United States entered the
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Chapter 25 War and Revolution

war, new federal agencies such as the War Labor Board
and the War Industries Board regulated industry, la-
bor relations, and agricultural production, while the
Espionage and Sedition Acts weakened civil liberties.
The war may have been deadly for citizen armies, but
it was certainly good for the growth of the bureau-
cratic nation-state.

The Social Impact

The social changes wrought by total war were no less
profound than the economic impact, though again
there were important national variations. National
conscription sent millions of men to the front, expos-
ing many to foreign lands for the first time in their
lives. The insatiable needs of the military created a tre-
mendous demand for workers, making jobs readily
available. This situation —seldom, if ever, seen before
1914, when unemployment and poverty had been
facts of urban life— brought momentous changes.
The need for workers meant greater power and pres-
tige for labor unions. Unions cooperated with war gov-
ernments on workplace rules, wages, and production
schedules in return for real participation in important
decisions. The entry of labor leaders and unions into

Women Factory Workers Building a Truck, London, 1917 Millions of men on all sides were drafted
to fight in the war, creating a serious labor shortage. When women left home to fill jobs formerly
reserved for men, they challenged traditional gender roles. (© Hulton-Deutsch Collection/Corbis)

19]4-‘19_:'9

policymaking councils paralleled the enery of Soc
leaders into war governments. Both refleceed 2
government openness to the needs of those ¢ el
tom of society. Ot‘

The role of women changed dramatically, ). "
duction of vast amounts of arms and :ummmitin;[: !
quired huge numbers of laborers, and women gy
into skilled industrial jobs long considered men’s w(, 3
Women became highly visible in public—as
tions workers, bank tellers, and mail carriers, and
as police officers, firefighters, and farm laborers, W
also served as auxiliaries and nurses at the frong, (See
“Individuals in Society: Vera Britrain,” at right.) 1

The war expanded the range of women’s activities
and helped change attitudes about proper gender roles;-
but the long-term results were mixed. Women gained-i
experience in jobs previously reserved for men, bu at
wat’s end millions of demobilized soldiers demanded:
their jobs back, and governments forced women out of
the workplace. Thus women’s employment gains were
mostly temporary, except in nursing and social work,
already considered “women’s work.” The great disloca-
tions of war loosened sexual morality, and some
women bobbed their hair, shortened their skirts, and’
smoked in public. Yet supposedly “loose” women were

talisy
Ney,
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NDIVIDUALS IN SOCIETY

Vera Brittain

[though the Great War upended mil-
lions of lives, it struck Europe’s
p young people with the greatest
force. For Vera Brittain (1893-1970), as for
:5"0 many in her generation, the war became
life's defining experience, which she cap-
tured forever in her famous autobiography,
Testament of Youth (1933).

Brittain grew up in a wealthy business
family in northern England, bristling at
small-town conventions and discrimination
against womnen. Very close to her brother =
tdward, two years her junior, Brittain read
yoraciously and dreamed of being a suc-
cessful writer. Finishing boarding school
and overcoming her father’s objections, she
prepared for Oxford's rigorous entry exams
and won a scholarship to its women's col-
{ggg. Brittain also fell in love with Roland Leighton, an equally
brilliant student from a literary family and her brother’s best
fifend. All three, along with two other close friends, Victor
Richardson and Geoffrey Thurlow, confidently prepared to en-
ter Oxford in late 1914,

When war suddenly loomed in July 1914, Brittain shared
“with millions of Europeans a surge of patriotic support for her
government, a prowar enthusiasm she later downplayed in
her published writings. She wrote in her diary that her “great
fear” was that England would declare its neutrality and com-
mit the “grossest treachery” toward France.* She supported

Leighton’s decision to enlist, agreeing with his glamorous view
1of war as “very ennobling and very beautiful.” Later, exchang-
';l-l_'-'ig anxious letters with Leighton in France in 1915, Brittain
began to see the conflict in personal, human terms. She won-
\dered if any victory or defeat could be worth her fiancé’s life.

Struggling to quell her doubts, Brittain redoubled her com-
Mitment to England's cause and volunteered as an army nurse.
For the next three years, she served with distinction in mili-
tary hospitals in London, Malta, and northern France, repeat-
edly torn between the vision of noble sacrifice and the reality
0f human tragedy. Having lost sexual inhibitions while caring
for mangled male bodies, she longed to consummate her love
With Leighton. Awaiting his return on leave on Christmas Day
in1915, she was greeted instead with a telegram: he had been
killed two days before.

Leighton's death was the first of several devastating blows
that eventually overwhelmed Brittain's idealistic patriotism. In
1917 Thurlow and then Richardson died from gruesome wounds.
In early 1918, as the last great German offensive covered the

*Quoted in the excellent study P. Berry and M. Bostridge, Vera Brittain: A Life
London: Virago Press, 2001), p. 59; additional quotations are from pp. 80 and 136.

-

Vera Brittain was marked forever by her
wartime experiences. (Vera Brittain Archive,
William Ready Division of Archives and Research
Collections, McMaster University Library)

floors of her war-zone hospital with maimed
and dying German prisoners, the bone-weary
Brittain felt a common humanity and saw only
more victims. A few weeks later her brother
Edward — her last hope —died in action. When
the war ended, she was, she said, a “complete
automaton,” with her "deepest emotions para-
lyzed if not dead.”

Returning to Oxford and finishing her stud-
ies, Brittain gradually recovered. She formed a
deep, restorative friendship with another tal-
ented woman writer, Winifred Holtby; pub-
lished novels and articles; and became a leader
in the feminist campaign for gender equality. She also married
and had children. But her wartime memories were always with
her. Finally, Brittain succeeded in coming to grips with them in
Testament of Youth, her powerful antiwar autobiography. The
unflinching narrative spoke to the experiences of an entire
generation and became a runaway bestseller. Above all, Brit-
tain captured the contradictory character of the war, in which
millions of young people found excitement, courage, and
common purpose but succeeded only in destroying their lives
with their superhuman efforts and futile sacrifices. Becoming
increasingly committed to pacifism, Brittain opposed En-
gland's entry into World War 11.

L = v

QUESTIONS FOR ANALYSIS

1. What were Brittain’s initial feelings toward the war? How
and why did they change as the conflict continued?

2. Why did Brittain volunteer as a nurse, as many women
did? How might wartime nursing have influenced women
of her generation?

3. In portraying the contradictory character of World War |
for Europe's youth, was Brittain describing the character
of all modern warfare?

ONLINE DOCUMENT ASSIGNMENT

What role did wartime propaganda play in encourag-
ing women like Vera Brittain to get involved in the
war effort? Go to the Integrated Media and analyze a
variety of propaganda posters calling for women to serve
as military nurses. Then complete a writing assignment
based on the evidence and details from this chapter.

839
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Chapter 25 War and Revolution

often criticized for betraying their soldier-husbands
away at the front. As a result of women’s many-sided
war effort, the United States, Britain, Germany, Po-
land, and other countries granted women the right to
vote immediately after the war, but women’s rights
movements faded in the 1920s and 1930s, in large part
because feminist leaders found it difficult to regain
momentum after the crisis of war.

To some extent, the war promoted greater social
equality, blurring class distinctions and lessening the
gap between rich and poor. This blurring was most ap-
parent in Great Britain, where the bottom third of the
population generally lived better than they ever had,

for the poorest gai ned most from the severe shortage of

labor. Elsewhere, greater equality was reflected in full
employment, distribution of scarce rations according
to physical needs, and a sharing of hardships. In gen-
eral, despite some war profiteering, European society
became more uniform and egalitarian.

Death itself had no respect for traditional social dis-
tinctions. It savagely decimated the young aristocratic
officers who led the charge, and it fell heavily on the
mass of drafted peasants and unskilled workers who
followed, leading commentators to speak of a “lost gen-
eration.” Yet death often spared highly skilled workers
and foremen. Their lives were too valuable to squander
at the front, for they were needed to train the newly
recruited women and older unskilled men laboring
valiantly in war plants at home.

Growing Political Tensions

During the first two years of war, many soldiers and
civilians supported their governments. Patriotic nation-
alism and belief in a just cause united peoples behind
their national leaders. Fach government used rigorous
censorship and crude propaganda to bolster popular
support. (See “Primary Source 25.3: Wartime Propa-
ganda Posters,” at right.) German propaganda pictured
black soldiers from France’s African empire abusing
German women, while the French and British cease-
lessly recounted and exaggerated German atrocities in
Belgium and elsewhere. Patriotic posters and slogans,
slanted news, and biased editorials inflamed national
hatreds, helped control public opinion, and encour-
aged soldiers to keep fighting.

Political and social tensions re-emerged, however,
and by the spring of 1916 ordinary people were begin-
ning to crack under the strain of total war. Strilees and
protest marches over war-related burdens and short-
ages flared up on every home front. On May 1, 1916,
several thousand demonstrators in Berlin heard the
radical socialist leader Karl Liebknecht (1871-1919)
attack the costs of the war effort. Liebknecht was ar-
rested and imprisoned, but his daring action electri-

fied Europe’s far left. In France, Georges Clemenggy.:
(zhorzh kleh-muhn-SOH) (1841-1929) establishe!

virtual dictatorship, arrested strikers, and jailed Wltha
out trial journalists and politicians who dared to g, -
gest a compromise peace with Germany. &

In April 1916 Irish republican nationalists took gq.
vantage of the tense wartime conditions to contipye
their rebellion against British rule. During the grea,p::
Easter Rising, armed republican militias took Qvefr'-__
parts of Dublin and proclaimed an independent lnsh
Republic. After a week of bitter fighting, British tl‘oup;g:;
crushed the rebels and executed their leaders. ‘l.'hougi{-_
the republicans were defeated, the punitive aftermal
fueled anti-British sentiment in Ireland. The sting'séé
the stage for the success of the nationalist Sinn Fein
Party and a full-scale civil war for Irish independence
in the early 1920s.

On all sides, soldiers’ morale began to decline. Nu-
merous French units refused to fight after the disas-
trous French offensive of May 1917. Only tough
military justice, including executions for mutiny lead-
ers, and a tacit agreement with the troops that there
would be no more grand offensives enabled the new
gcncral-in—chislﬂ Henri-Philippe Pétain (pay-TAN), to
restore order. Facing defeat, wretched conditions at the
front, and growing hopelessness, Russian soldiers de-
serted in droves, providing fuel for the Russian Revolu-
tion of 1917. After the murderous Battle of Caporetta
in northern Italy, which lasted from October to No-
vember in 1917, the Italian army collapsed in despait
In the massive battles of 1916 and 1917, the British
armies had been “bled dry.” Only the promised arrival
of fresh troops from the United States stiffened the re:
solve of the allies.

The strains were even worse for the Central Powers:
In October 1916 a young socialist assassinated the:
chief minister of Austria-Hungary. The following
month, when the aging Emperor Francis Joseph died,
a symbol of unity disappeared. In spite of absolure cen=
sorship, political dissatisfaction and conflicts among
nationalities grew. Both Czech and Yugoslay leaders de=
manded independent states for their peoples. By April
1917 the Austro-Hungarian people and army were 6=
hausted. Another winter of war would bring revolu=
tion and disintegration.

Germans likewise suffered immensely. The British
naval blockade greatly limited food imports, and the
scarcity of basic necessities had horrific results: some
750,000 German civilians starved to death. For the
rest, heavy rationing of everyday goods such as matches:
bread, cooking oil, and meat undermined morale. £
growing minority of moderate socialists in the Reich
stag gave voice to popular discontent w hen they calle
for a compromise “peace without annexations o repas
rations.”



191

Ceay.

ed
vith-
Sllg.

C ad-
inye
Jreag
Over
[rish
20ps
iugh
nath
 Set
Fein
>nce

€rs.

the
ing
ed,

ng
de-
ol
ex-
rlU'

ish
the
me
he

€Ss

-h-
ed

-

Wartime Propaganda Posters

This famous French propaganda poster from 1918 (left) proclaims “They shall not pass” and ex-
resses the French determination to hold back the German invaders at any cost. The American
mcrwrm?nt poster from 1917 (right) encourages “fighting men” to “join the Navy.”"
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(Private Collection/© Galerie Bilderwelt/The Bridgeman Art Library)

(Private Collection/© Galerie Bilderwelt/The Bridgeman Art Library)

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. How would you describe the soldier and sailor pictured on these posters? What
messages about the war do the posters convey?

2. The “They shall not pass” poster was created after France had been at war for four
years, while the naval recruitment poster came out before American troops were
actively engaged overseas. How might the country of origin and the date of publica-
tion have affected the messages conveyed?
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February Revolution
Unplanned uprisings
accompanied by violent
street demonstrations begun
in March 1917 (old calendar
February) in Petrograd,
Russia, that led to the
abdication of the tsar and
the establishment of a
provisional government.

Chapter 25 War and Revolution

Such a peace was unthinkable for the Fatherland
Party. Yet Germany’s rulers faced growing unrest.
When the bread ration was further reduced in April
1917, more than 200,000 workers and women struck
and demonstrated for a week in Berlin, returning to
work only under the threat of prison and military
discipline. That same month, radicals left the Social
Democratic Party to form the Independent Social
Democratic Party; in 1918 they would found the Ger-
man Communist Party. Thus Germany, like its ally
Austria-Hungary (and its enemy France), was begin-
ning to crack in 1917. Yet it was Russia that collapsed
first and saved the Central Powers—for a time.

The Russian Revolution

Why did world war lead to revolution in Russia,
and what was its outcome?

Growing out of the crisis of the First World War, the
Russian Revolution of 1917 was one of modern histo-
ry’s most momentous events. For some, the revolution
was Marx’s socialist vision come true; for others, it was
the triumph of a Communist dictatorship. To all, it
presented a radically new prototype of state and society.

The Fall of Imperial Russia

Like its allies and enemies, Russia had embraced war
with patriotic enthusiasm in 1914. At the Winter
Palace, throngs of people knelt and sang “God Save
the Tsar!” while Tsar Nicholas IT (r. 1894-1917) re-
peated the oath Alexander T had sworn in 1812 during
Napoleon’s invasion of Russia (see Chaprer 19), vow-
ing never to make peace as long as the enemy stood on
Russian soil. Russia’s lower house of parliament, the
Duma, voted to support the war. Conservatives antici-
pated expansion in the Balkans,
while liberals and most socialists
believed that alliance with Britain
and France would bring demo-
cratic reforms. For a moment,
Russia was united.
Enthusiasm for the war soon
. waned as better-equipped Ger-
man armies inflicted terrible
losses. By 1915 substantial num-
bers of Russian soldiers were be-
ing sent to the front without
rifles; they were told to find their arms among the
dead. Russia’s battered peasant army nonetheless con-
tinued to fight, and Russia moved toward full mobili-
zation on the home front. The government set up

1914_-] 9.{ I'li.

special committees to coordinate defense, indugppe
transportation, and agriculture. These efforts i""Pl'uu‘}»
the military situation, but overall Russia mobiljy, o1 d
effectively than the other combatants. o8
One problem was weak leadership. Under the ¢
stitution resulting from the revolution of 1995 (sn-
Chapter 23), the tsar had retained complete ml'ltr:i:f
over the bureaucracy and the army. A kindly fyy,
. . ' . g
narrow-minded aristocrat, Nicholas II distrusted i
publicly elected Duma and resisted popular 1"¥’01v§
ment in government, relying instead on the old hu;l-mu-;.
cracy. Excluded from power, the Duma, the educage]
middle classes, and the masses became increasingly arigj..
cal of the tsar’s leadership. In September 1915 pargieg
ranging from conservative to moderate socialist Formc-a
the Progtessive bloc, which called for a completely e
government responsible to the Duma instead of thel
tsar. In answer, Nicholas temporarily adjourned the
Duma. The tsar then announced that he was r1‘avc|il'1§‘
to the front in order to lead and rally Russia’s armjes,
leaving the government in the hands of his wife, the
strong-willed and autocratic Tsarina Alexandra.
His departure was a fatal turning point. In hig
absence, Tsarina Alexandra arbitrarily dismissed loyal
political advisers. She turned to her court favorite, the
disreputable and unpopular Rasputin, an uneducated
Siberian preacher whose influence with the tsarina
rested on his purported ability to heal Alexis—
Alexandra’s only son and heir to the throne—from his
hemophilia. In a desperate attempt to right the situa-
tion, three members of the high aristocracy murdered
Rasputin in December 1916. The ensuing scandal fur-
ther undermined support for the tsarist government.
Imperial Russia had entered a terminal crisis. Tens
of thousands of soldiers deserted, swelling the number
of the disaffected at home. By early 1917 the cities
were wracked by food shortages, heating fuel was in
short supply, and the economy was breaking down.
In March violent street demonstrations broke out if
Petrograd (formerly St. Petersburg), spread to the fac-
tories, and then engulfed the city. From the front, the
tsar ordered the army to open fire on the protestets
but the soldiers refused to shoot and joined the revo-
lutionary crowd instead. The Duma declared a provi-
sional government on March 12, 1917. Three days
later, Nicholas abdicated.

The Provisional Government

The Februaty Revolution, then, was the result 0
unplanned uprising of hungry, angry people in
capital, but it was eagerly accepted throughout
country. (The name of the revolution matches the [Rus-
sian calendar, which used a different dating system®
The partriotic upper and middle classes embraced the

fan
the
the

prospect of a more determined war effort, while works
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. anticipated better wages and more food.

P freedom of religion, speech, and assem-
ply; and the right of unions to organize and

ugh the Russian people were sick of fight-
che new leaders would not take Russia out
the war. A new government formed in May

_nder Kerensky, who became prime minister
in July. He refused to confiscate large land-

holdings and give them to peasants, fearing
sintegration of Russia’s peasant army. For

Socialists, the continuation of war was sdll
a national duty. Human suffering and war-
weariness grew, testing the limited strength of

From its firse dﬂy, the provisiona] govern-
ment had to share power with a formidable
fival —the Petrograd Soviet (or council) of
Workers and Soldiers” Deputies. Modeled on
the revolutionary soviets of 1905, the Petrogmd Soviet
comprised two to three thousand workers, soldiers,
and socialist intellecruals. Seeing itself as a true grass-
oots product of revolutionary democracy, the Soviet
“acted as a parallel government. It issued its own radical
Corders, weakening the authority of the provisional gov-
ernment.

The most famous edict of the Petrograd Sovier was
Army Order No. 1, issued in May 1917, which sU‘ippcd
officers of their authority and placed power in the
hands of elected committees of common soldiers. De-
signed o protect the revolution from resistance by the
aristocratic officer corps, the order led to a collapse of
army discipline.

[n July 1917 the provisional government ordered a
poorly considered summer offensive against the Ger-
mans. The campaign was a miserable failure, and de-
sertions mounted as peasant soldiers recurned home to
help cheir families get a share of the land, which peas-
s were seizing in a grassroots agrarian upheaval. By
the summer of 1917 Russia was descending into anar-
chy. 1t was an unparalleled opportunity for the most
radical and rtalented of Russia’s many revolutionary
leaders, Viadimir Ilyich Lenin (1870-1924).

Lenin and the
Bolshevik Revolution

Imperial Russia when his older brother was executed lor

[hC PJ'()ViS‘lOﬂﬂl g()\/(;’l‘l] ment. 1920

Born into the middle class, Lenin became an enemy of

The Russian Revolution 843

- generations of autocracy, .rJ-:u: provisional Key Events Of the
ernment established equality before the Ru sS ia n Re VO l uti on

August1914

Yet both liberals and moderate socialist 1916-1917
ers rejected these broad political reforms, March 1917

April 1917
7 included the fiery agrarian socialist Alex- July 1917
October 1917

at such drastic action would complete the November 6-7,1917

the parriotic Kerensky, as for other moderate March 1918

1918-1920

plotting to kill the tsarin 1887. Asa law student, Lenin 1
eagerly studied Marxist socialism, which began to win !
converts among radical intellectuals during Russia’s in-

dustrialization in the 1890s. A

pragmatic and flexible thinker, Petrograd Scviet |
Lenin updated Marx’s revolution- | A huge, fluctuating mass
ary philosophy to address existing ‘ meeting of two to three
conditions in Russia. thousand workers, soldiers,

Three interrelated  concepts and socialist intellectuals ot
were central for Lenin, First, he modeled on the revolutionary
stressed that only violent revolu- | soviets of 1905.

tion could destroy capitalism. He

iirelessly denounced all theories of a peaceful evolution
to socialism as a betrayal of Marx’s message of violent
class conflict. Second, Lenin argued that under certain
conditions a Communist revolution was possible even
in a predominantly agrarian country like Russia. Peas-
ants, who were numerous, poor, and exploited, could
take the place of Marx’s traditional working class in the
coming revolutionary conflict.

Third, Lenin believed thar the possibility of revolu-
tion was determined more by human leadership than
by historical laws. He called for a highly disciplined
workers party strictly controlled by a small, dedicated
elite of intellectuals and professional revolutionaries.

This elite would not stop until revolution brought it to
power. Lenin’s version of Marxisim had a major impact
ot events in Russia and uldmacely changed the way
future revolutionaries engaged in radical revolt around

the world.




e
i

i
i |||H|

Il 1" "
o

I
il

i
|.‘ﬂ||'“'"4
l'“” f‘ |.|

|
|
"y
i ’
ol
iy
l.llﬂlm

|| |
|
W
e

[ Ty
Wil "‘nl‘

g

X
gy

l

Chapter 25 War and Revolution

Bolsheviks Lenin's radical,
revolutionary arm of the
Russian party of Marxist
socialism, which successfully
installed a dictatorial
socialist regime in Russia.

The Radicalization of the Russian Army  Russian soldiers inspired by the Bolshevik cause carry
banners with Marxist slogans calling for revolution and democracy, around July 1917. One reads

“Ajl Power to the Proletariat,” a telling response to the provisional government’s failure to pull
Russia out of the war. Sick of defeat and wretched conditions at the front, the tsar’s troops
welcomed Lenin's promises of “Peace, Land, and Bread” and were enthusiastic participants in the

Russian Revolution. (Hulton/Getty Images)

Other Russian Marxists challenged Lenin’s ideas.
At meetings of the Russian Social Democratic Labor
Party in London in 1903, matters came to a head.
Lenin demanded a small, disciplined, elitist party ded-
icated to Communist revolution, while his opponents
wanted a more democratic, re-
formist party with mass member-
ship. The Russian Marxists split
into two rival factions. Lenin
called his camp the Bolsheviks,
or “majority group”; his oppo-
nents were Mensheviks, or “mi-
nority group.” The Bolsheviks
had only a tenuous majority of a single vote, but Lenin
kept the name for propaganda reasons and they be-
came the revolutionary party he wanted: tough, disci-
plined, and led from above.

- Unlike other socialists, Lenin had not rallied around
the national flag in 1914. Observing events from neu-
tral Switzerland, where he lived in exile to avoid perse-
cution by the tsar’s police, Lenin viewed the war as a
product of imperialist rivalries and an opportunity for

socialist revolution. After the February Revolution of
1917, the German government provided Lenin with
safe passage across Germany and back into Russia. The
Germans hoped Lenin would undermine the sagging
war effort of the provisional government. They were
not disappointed.

Arriving triumphantly at Petrograd’s Finland Sta=
tion on April 3, Lenin attacked at once. He reiec.ts::f!
all cooperation with what he called the “bourgeos
provisional government. His slogans were radical in?
the extreme: “All power to the soviets”; “All land to the:
peasants”; “Stop the war now.” Lenin was a supe rh race
tician, His promises of “Peace, Land, and Bread” Simke'
to the expectations of suffering soldiers, peasants, e
workers and earned the Bolsheviks substantial pﬁPUla-r
support. The moment for revolution was at hand.

Yet Lenin and the Bolsheviks almost lost the struggl®
for Russia. A premature attempt to seize power in July
collapsed, and Lenin went into hiding, However, this
temporary setback made little difference in the long ruf*
The army’s commander in chief, General Lavr Kornilo
led a feeble coup against the provisional Kerensky gov*
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iment in September. In the face of this rightist
Ceum-er—revolutionary threar, the Bolsheviks were re-
ormed. Korniloy's forces disintegrated, but Kerensky
[ost all credit with the army, the only force that might
have saved democratic government in Russia.

Trotsky and the
geizure of Power

Throughout the summer, the Bolsheviks greatly in-
creased their popular support. Party membership
soared from 50,000 to 240,000, and in October the
Bolsheviks gained a fragile majority in the Petrograd
Soviet. Now Lenin’s supporter Leon Trotsky (1879-
1940), a spellbinding revolutionary orator and radical
Marxist, brilliantly executed the Bolshevik seizure of
power.

Painting a vivid but untruthful picture of German
and counter-revolutionary plots, Trotsky convinced the
Petrograd Soviet to form a special military-revolutionary
committee in October and make him its leader. Thus
military power in the capital passed into Bolshevik
hands.

On the night of November 6, militants from Trotsky’s
committee joined with trusted Bolshevik soldiers to
seize government buildings in Petrograd and arrest
members of the provisional government. Then they
went on to the Congress of Soviets where a Bolshevik
majority — roughly 390 of 650 excited delegates—
declared that all power had passed to the soviets and
named Lenin head of the new government. John Reed,
a sympathetic American journalist, described the en-
thusiasm that greeted Lenin at the congress:

Now Lenin, gripping the edge of the reading
stand . . . stood there waiting, apparently oblivious
to the long-rolling ovation, which lasted several
minutes. When it finished, he said simply, “We shall
now proceed to construct the Socialist order!” Again
that overwhelming human roar.?

The Bolsheviks came to power for three key rea-
sons. First, by late 1917 democracy had given way to
anarchy: power was there for those who would take it.
Second, in Lenin and Trotsky the Bolsheviks had an
utterly determined and superior leadership, which both
the tsarist and the provisional governments lacked.
Third, as Reed’s comment suggests, Bolshevik policies
appealed to ordinary Russians. Exhausted by war and
weary of tsarist autocracy they were eager for radical
changes. (See “Primary Source 25.4: Peace, Land, and
Bread for the Russian People,” page 847.) With time,
many Russians would become bitterly disappointed
with the Bolshevik regime, but for the moment they
had good reason to hope for peace, better living condi-
tions, and a more equitable society.

The Russian Revolution

Dictatorship and Civil War

The Bolsheviks' truly monumental accomplishment
was not taking power, but keeping it. Over the next
four years, they conquered the chaos they had helped
create and began to build 2 Communist society. How
was this done?

Lenin had the genius to profit from developments
over which the Bolsheviks had little control. Since
summer, a peasant revolution had swept across Russia,
as impoverished peasants had seized for themselves the
estates of the landlords and the church. Thus when
Lenin mandated land reform, he merely approved what
peasants were already doing. Similarly, urban workers
had established their own local soviets or committees
and demanded direct control of individual factories.
This, too, Lenin ratified with a decree in November
1917.

The Bolsheviks proclaimed their regime a “provi-
sional workers’ and peasants’ government,” promising
that a freely elected Constituent Assembly would draw
up a new constitution. But free elections in Novem-
ber produced a stunning setback: the Bolsheviks won
only 23 percent of the elected delegates. The Socialist
Revolutionary Party—the peasants’ party—had a
clear plurality with about 40 percent of the vote. After
the Constituent Assembly met for one day, however,
Bolshevik soldiers acting under Lenin’s orders dis-
banded it. By January 1918 Lenin had moved to estab-
lish a one-party state.

Lenin acknowledged that Russia had effectively lost
the war with Germany and that the only realistic goal
was peace at any price. That price was very high. Ger-
many demanded that the Soviet government give up
all its western territories, areas inhabited primarily by
Poles, Finns, Lithuanians, and other non-Russians—
people who had been conquered by the tsars over three
centuries and put into the “prisonhouse of nationali-
ties,” as Lenin had earlier called the Russian empire.

At first, Lenin’s fellow Bolshe-
viks refused to accept such great
territorial losses. But when Ger-
man armies resumed their unop-
posed march into Russia in
February 1918, Lenin had his
way in a very close vote. A third
of old Russia’s population was
sliced away by the Treaty of
Brest-Litovsk, signed with Ger-

many in March 1918. With | the Central Powers.

peace, Lenin escaped the disaster
of continued war and could pursue his goal of absolute
power for the Bolsheviks—now also called Commu-
nists— within Russia.

The peace treaty and the abolition of the Con-
stituent Assembly inspired armed opposition to the

| Treaty of Brest-Litovsk
Peace treaty signed in March
1918 between the Central
Powers and Russia that
ended Russian participation ol
in World War | and ceded
Russian territories containing
a third of the Russian

| empire’s population to
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Bolshevik regime. People who had supported self-rule
in November saw that once again they were getting
dictatorship. The officers of the old army organized

the so-called White opposition to
the Bolsheviks in southern Russia,
Ukraine, Siberia, and the area west of
Petrograd. The Whites came from
many social groups and were united
only by their hatred of communism
and the Bolsheviks— the Reds.

By the summer of 1918 Russia
was in a full-fledged civil war. Eigh-
teen self-proclaimed regional govern-
ments— several of which represented
minority nationalities— challenged
Lenin’s government in Moscow. By
the end of the year White armies
were on the atrack. In October 1919
they closed in on central Russia from
three sides, and it appeared they
might triumph. They did not.

Lenin and the Red Army beat
back the counter-revolutionary
White armies for several reasons.
Most important, the Bolsheviks had
quickly developed a better army.
Once again, Trotsky’s leadership was

' -

&

] Ceded after Treaty of BrestLilovsk, 1918
Bolshevik territory, 1919

[ Occupied by Allies, 1919

=3 White Army forces

— Boundary of U.S.5.R., 1921
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The Russian Civil
War, 1918-1920

decisive. At first, the Bolsheviks had preached democ-
racy in the military and had even elected officers in
1917. But beginning in March 1918, Trotsky became

1914_.19'1

Lenin Rallies Soldiers Lenin
known for his fiery speeches
addresses Red Army saldlersl}n
Moscow in the midst of the Russia

civil war, in May 1920. Leon Trot !
the leader of the Red Army, st5

the podium stairs to the right,
(Mansell/Time Life Images/Getty Images)

sky,
ndS 'Q. I|I

war commissar of the newly formed
Red Army. He re-established strict
discipline and the draft. Soldiers de-
serting or disobeying an order were
summarily shot. Moreover, Trotsky
made effective use of former tsarist
army officers, who were actively re-
cruited and given unprecedented
powers over their troops. Trotsky’s
disciplined and effective fighting
force repeatedly defeated the Whites
in the field.

Ironically, foreign military inter
vention helped the Bolsheviks. Fora
variety of reasons, but primarily
stop the spread of communism, the
Western Allies (including the Unit
States, Britain, France, and _IﬂPﬂ_"]
sent troops to support the Whit€
armies. Yet their efforts were limit€
and halfhearted. By 1919, with the
Great War over, Westerners wete sic
of war, and few politicians wanted 0
get involved in a new military ¢
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Russian People

Lenin wrote this dramatic manifesto in the name of the Con-
gless of Soviets in Petrograd, the day after Trotsky seized
power in the city. The Bolsheviks boldly promised the Russian
_wpfe a number of progressive reforms, including an imme-
dlate armistice, land reform, democracy in the army, and
ample food for all. They also issued a call to arms. The final
:p__ﬂmgmphs warn of counter-revolutionary resistance and
‘capture the looming descent into all-out civil war.

[ 1o Workers, Soldiers, and Peasants!

The . .. All-Russia Congress of Soviets of Workers and
Soldiers' Deputies has opened. The vast majority of the
soviets are represented at the Congress. A number of
delegates from the Peasants’ Soviets are also present. ...
Backed by the will of the vast majority of the workers,

soldiers, and peasants, backed by the victorious uprising

of the workers and the garrison which has taken place in
Petrograd, the Congress takes power into its own hands.

The Provisional Government has been overthrown. The
majority of the members of the Provisional Government
have already been arrested.

The Soviet government will propose an immediate
democratic peace to all the nations and an immediate ar-
mistice on all fronts. It will secure the transfer of the land
of the landed proprietors, the crown and the monasteries
to the peasant committees without compensation; it will
protect the rights of the soldiers by introducing complete
democracy in the army; it will establish workers’ control
over production; it will ensure the convocation of the
Constituent Assembly at the time appointed; it will see
to it that bread is supplied to the cities and prime necessi-
ties to the villages; it will guarantee all the nations inhab-
iting Russia the genuine right to self-determination.

The Congress decrees: all power in the localities shall
pass to the Soviets of Workers', Soldiers’ and Peasants’
Deputies, which must guarantee genuine revolutionary
order,

sade. Allied intervention failed to offer effective aid,
though it did permit the Bolsheviks to appeal to the
patriotic nationalism of ethnic Russians, in particular
former tsarist army officers who objected to foreign in-
volvement in Russian affairs.

Other conditions favored a Bolshevik victory as
well, Strategically, the Reds controlled central Russia
and the crucial cities of Moscow and Petrograd. The
Whites attacked from the fringes and lacked coordina-

__ peace, Land, and Bread for the

The Congress calls upon the soldiers in the trenches to
be vigilant and firm. The Congress of Soviets is convinced
that the revolutionary army will be able to defend the rev-
olution against all attacks of imperialism until such time

as the new government succeeds in concluding a demo-

cratic peace, which it will propose directly to all peoples.

The new government will do everything to fully supply

the revolutionary army by means of a determined policy
of requisitions and taxation of the propertied classes, and

also will improve the condition of the soldiers’ families.
The Kornilov men — Kerensky, Kaledin and others —

are attempting to bring troops against Petrograd. Several

detachments, whom Kerensky had moved by deceiving

them, have come over to the side of the insurgent people.

Soldiers, actively resist Kerensky the Kornilovite! Be on
your guard!

Railwaymen, hold up all troop trains dispatched by
Kerensky against Petrograd!

Soldiers, workers in factory and office, the fate of the rev-
olution and the fate of the democratic peace is in your hands!

Long live the revolution!

November 7, 1917

The All-Russia Congress of Soviets

Of Workers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies

The Delegates from the Peasants’ Soviets 7]

EVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. How does Lenin's manifesto embody Bolshevik
political goals? Why might it appeal to ordinary
Russians in the crisis of war and revolution?

What historical conditions made it difficult for the
Bolsheviks to fulfill the ambitious promises made at
the 1917 congress?

N

Source: Marxists Internet Archive Library, http://www.marxists.org/archive
/lenin/works/1917 /oct/25-26/25b.htm.

tion. Moreover, the poorly defined political program
of the Whites was a mishmash of liberal republicanism
and monarchism incapable of uniting the Bolshevik’s
enemies. And while the Bolsheviks promised ethnic
minorities in Russian-controlled territories substantial
autonomy, the nationalist Whites sought to preserve
the tsarist empire.

The Bolsheviks mobilized the home front for the
war by establishing a system of centralized controls
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“The Deceiving Brothers Have
Fallen Upon Us!" This
pro-Bolshevik propaganda poster
from the Russian civil war is
loaded with symbolism. It draws
on the Greek myth of Hercules
battling the Hydra to depict the
enemies of the revolution as a
many-headed snake. Ugly
caricatures of Germany, France,
Tsar Nicholas, Britain, and the
church bleed from the blows of a
powerful Russian worker, who
embodies the revolutionary
working class. At the bottom of
the page, a lengthy poem calls on
the Russian people to stand
together to defeat the "deceiving
brothers,” and in the background
a booming industrial landscape
represents the development that

will follow Bolshevik victory. (The
New York Public Library/Art Resource, NY)

OBMAHVTI:I M'Is BPATE»&M'I:

(R S'GNOIBAPAENCHIE GHOItRI),
Mogapnie napnoe JLEMLSIITA LGN A o,

L l f e

called War Communism. The leadership nationalized
banks and industries and outlawed private enterprise.
Bolshevik commissars introduced rationing, seized
grain from peasants to feed the cities, and maintained
strict workplace discipline. Although normal eco-
nomic activity broke down, these measures maintained
labor discipline and kept the Red Army supplied with
men and macerial.

Revolutionary terror also contributed to the Com=
munist victory. Lenin and the Bolsheviks set up a fear*
some secret police known as the Cheka, dedicated €@
suppressing counter-revolutionaries. During the civil
war, the Cheka imprisoned and executed wmhuul rid

tens of thousands of supposed “class enemies.” Vic (ims

included clergymen, aristocrats, the wealthy Ru s

bourgeoisie, desereers from the Red Army, and politi-



b l.ﬂpponents of all kinds. The tsar and his family were
ImlsiY executed in July 1918. The “Red Terror” of
1918 t© 1920 helped establish the secret police as a
il tool of the new Communist government,
By the spring of 1920 the White armies were almost
wmplewly defeated, and the Bolsheviks had retaken
much of the territory ceded to Germany under the
Treaty of Brest-Litovsk. The Red Army reconquered
Belarus and Ukraine, both of which had briefly gained
independence. Building on this success, the Bolsheviks
imoved westward into Polish territory, but they were
falted on the outskirts of Warsaw in August 1920 by
Lroops under the leadership of the Polish field marshal
and chicf of state Jozef Pilsudski. This defear halted
Bolshevilc atcempts to spread communism furcher into
furope, though in 1921 the Red Army overran the in-
idependent national governments of the Caucasus. The
Russian civil war was over, and the Bolsheviks had won

an impressive victory.

The Peace Settlement

In what ways was the Allied peace settlement
flawed?

Even as civil war raged in Russia and chaos engulfed
much of central and eastern Europe, the war in the
west came to an end in November 1918. Early in 1919
the victorious Western Allies came together in Paris,
where they worked out terms for peace with Germany
and created the peacekeeping League of Nations. Ex-
pectations were high; optimism was almost unlimited.
Nevertheless, the peace settlement of 1919 turned out
to be a disappointment for peoples and politicians
alike. Rather than lasting peace, the immediate post-
war years brought economic crisis and violent political
conflict.

The End of the War

In carly 1918 the German leadership decided that the
time was ripe for a last-ditch, all-out atrack on France.
The defeat of Russia had released men and materials
for the western front. The looming arrival of the first
U.S. troops and the growth of dissent at home quick-
ened German leaders' resolve. In the great Spring Of-
fensive of 1918, Ludendorff launched an extensive
attack on the Frenich lines, German armies came within
thirty-five miles of Paris, but LudendorfPs exhausted,
overextended forces never broke through. They were
stopped in July at the second Battle of the Marne,
where 140,000 American soldiers saw action. The late

The Peace Settlement 849

but massive American intervention tipped the scales in
favor of Allied victory.

By September British, French, and American
armies were advancing steadily on all fronts. Hinden-
burg and Ludendorft realized that Germany had lost
the war. Not wanting to shoulder the blame, they in-
sisted that moderate politicians should take responsi-
bility for the defeat. On October 4 the German
emperot formed a new, more liberal civilian govern-
ment to sue for peace.

As negotiations over an armistice dragged on,
frustrated Germans rose up in revolt. On November
3 sailors in Kiel mutinied, and throughout northern
Germany soldiers and workers established revolu-
tionary councils like the Russian soviets. The same
day, Austria-Hungary surrendered to the Allies and
began breaking apart. Revolution erupted in Ger-
many, and masses of workers demonstrated for peace

in Berlin. With army discipline collapsing, William
11 abdicated and fled to Holland. Socialist leaders in
Berlin proclaimed a German republic on November 9
and agreed to rough Allied terms of surrender. The
armistice went into effect on November 11, 1918.

The war was over.

Revolution in Austria-Hungary
and Germany

Military defeat brought turmoil and revolution to
Austria-Hungary and Germany, as it had to Russia.
Having started the war to preserve an imperial state,
the Austro-Hungarian Empire perished in the at-
tempt. The independent states of Austria, Hungary,
and Czechoslovakia, and a larger Romania, were
carved out of its territory (Map 25.4). A greatly ex-
panded Serbian monarchy gained control of the west-
ern Balkans and took the name Yugoslavia. For four
months in 1919, until conservative nationalists seized
power, Hungary became a Marxist republic along
Bolshevik lines.

In late 1918 Germany likewise experienced a dra-
matic revolution that resembled the Russian Revolu-
tion of March 1917. In both
cases, a genuine popular uprising
welled up from below, toppled an
authoritarian monarchy, and cre-
ated a liberal provisional republic.
In both countries, liberals and
moderate  socialist  politicians
struggled with more radical work-
ers and soldiers’ councils (or sovi-
ets) for political dominance. In
Germany, however, moderates from the Social Demo-
cratic Party and their liberal allies held on to power
and established the Weimar Republic—a democratic

| War Communism The
application of centralized

| state control during the
Russian civil war, in which
the Bolsheviks seized grain
from peasants, introduced
rationing, nationalized all

| banks and industry, and
required everyone to work.
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MAPPING THE PAST

Map 25.4 Territorial Changes After World War |

World War | brought tremendous changes to eastern Europe. New nations and new boundaries were
established, and a dangerous power vacuum was created by the relatively weak states established between
Germany and Soviet Russia.

ANALYZING THE MAP What territory did Germany lose, and to whom? Why was Austria referred to as a
head without a body in the 1920s? What new independent states were formed from the old Russian
empire?

conNECTIONS How were the principles of national self-determination applied to the redrawing of Europe
after the war, and why didn't this theory work in practice?
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ernment that would lead Germany for the next fif-
0 years: Their success was a deep disappointment
; ussia’s Bolsheviks, who had hoped that a more
- dical revolution in Germany would help spread com-
L inism ACTOSS the European continent.
= here were several reasons for the German out-
- ome. The great majority of the Marxist politicians in
", Social Democratic Party were moderates, not revo-
donaries. They wan ted political democracy and civil
Jiperties and fayored the gradual elimination of capi-
m. They were also German nationalists, appalled
|y, the prospect of civil war and revolutionary terror.
O crucial imporrance was the fact that the moderate
{§pcial Democrats quickly came to terms with the army
and big business, which helped prevent total national
gollapse.

Vet the triumph of the Social Democrats brought
Jiolent chaos to Germany in 1918 to 1919. The new
republic was attacked from both sides of the political
gpectrum. Radical Communises led by Karl Liebknecht
and Rosa Luxemburg tried to seize control of the gov-
ernment in the Spartacist Uprising in Berlin in January
11919. The Social Democrats called in nationalist Free
| Corps militias, bands of demobilized soldiers who had
ept their weapons, to crush the uprising. Liebknecht
and Luxemburg were arrested and then brutally mur-
dered by Free Corps soldiers. In Bavaria, a short-lived
Bolshevik-style republic was violently overthrown on
government orders by the Free Corps. Nationwide
strikes by leftist workers and a short-lived, right-wing
‘military takeover— the Kapp Putsch — were repressed
by the central government.

By the summer of 1920 the situation in Germany
had calmed down, but the new republican government
faced deep discontent. Communists and radical social-
ists blamed the Social Democrats for the murders of
Liebknecht and Luxemburg and the repression in Ba-
vatia, Right-wing nationalists, including the new Nazi
Party, despised the government from the start. They
spread the myth that the German army had never ac-
tually lost the war— instead, the nation was “stabbed
in the back” by socialists and pacifists at home. In Ger-
many, the end of the war brought only a fragile sensc
of political stability.

=

The Treaty of Versailles

In January 1919 over seventy delegates from twenty-
seven nations met in Paris to hammer out a peace
dccord. The conference produced several treaties, in-
cluding the Treaty of Vessailles, which laid out the
terms of the postwar settlement with Germany. The
peace negotiations inspired great expectations. A young
British diplomat later wrote that the victors “were
journeying to Paris. .. to found a new order in Eu-

rope. We were preparing not Peace only, but Eternal
Peace.”

This idealism was greacly strengthened by U.S.
president Wilson’s January 1918 peace proposal, the
Fourteen Points. The plan called for open diplomacy;
a reduction in armaments; freedom of commerce and
trade; and the establishment of a League of Nations,
an international body designed to provide a place for
peaceful resolution of international problems. Per-
haps most important, Wilson demanded that peace be
based on the principle of national self-determination,
meaning that peoples should be able to choose their own
national governments through democratic majority-
rule elections and live free from outside interference
in territories with clearly defined,
permanent borders. Despite the
general optimism inspired by
these ideas, the conference and
the treaty itself quickly generated
disagreement.

The “Big Three” —the United
States, Great Britain, and
France—controlled the confer-
ence. Germany, Austria-Hungary,
and Russia were excluded, though
their lands were placed on the ne-
gotiating table. ltaly took part,
but its role was quite limited.
Representatives from the Middle
Fast, Africa, and East Asia at-
tended as well, but their concerns
were largely ignored.

Almost immediately, the Big
Three began to quarrel. Wilson,
who was wildly cheered by Euro-
pean crowds as the champion of
democratic international cooper-
ation, was almost obsessed with
creating the League of Nations.
He insisted that this question
come first, for he passionately be-
lieved that only a permanent in-
ternational  organization could
avert future wars. Wilson had his
way—the delegates agreed to
create the League, though the de-
ils would be worked out later
and the final structure was too weak to achieve its
grand purpose. Prime Ministers Lloyd George of Great
Britain and Georges Clemenceau of France were un-
enthusiastic about the League. They were primarily
concerned with punishing Germany.

The question of what to do with Germany domi-
nated discussions among the Big Three. Clemenceau

wanted Germany to pay for its aggression. The war

Treaty of Versallles

The 1919 peace settlement
that ended war between
Germany and the Allied

| powers.

Fourteen Points Wilson's
1918 peace proposal calling
for open diplomacy, a
reduction in armaments,
freedom of commerce and
trade, the establishment of
the League of Nations, and

League of Nations

A permanent international
organization, established
during the 1919 Paris Peace
Conference, designed to

wars.

The notion that peoples
should be able to choose
their own national
governments through
democratic majority-rule

outside interference in
nation-states with clearly
defined borders.

The Peace Settlement 851

national self-determination.

protect member states from
aggression and avert future

national self-determination

elections and live free from
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in the west had been fought largely on French soil,
and like most French people, Clemenceau wanted re-
venge, economic retribution, and lasting security for
France. This, he believed, required the creation of a
buffer state between France and Germany, the perma-
nent demilitarization of Germany, and vast reparation
payments. Lloyd George supported Clemenceau, but
was less harsh. Wilson disagreed. Clemenceau’s demands
seemed vindictive, and they violated Wilson’s sense of
Christian morality and the principle of national self-
determination. By April the conference was dead-
locked, and Wilson packed his bags to go home.

In the end, Clemenceau, fearful of future German
aggression, agreed to a compromise. Clemenceau gave
up the French demand for a Rhineland buffer state
in return for French military occupation of the region
for fifteen years and a formal defensive alliance with
the United States and Great Britain. Both Wilson and
Lloyd George promised that their countries would
come to France’s aid in the event of a German attack.
The Allies moved quickly to finish the settlement, be-
lieving that further adjustments would be possible
within the dual framework of a strong Western alliance
and the League of Nations.

‘The various agreements signed at Versailles redrew
the map of Europe, and the war’s losers paid the price.
The new independent nations carved out of the Austro-
Hungarian and Russian Empires included Poland,
Czechoslovakia, Finland, the Baltic States, and Yugo-
slavia. The Ottoman Empire was also split apart, its
territories placed under the control of the victors (see
page 853).

The Treaty of Versailles, signed by the Allies and
Germany, was key to the settlement. Germany’s Afri-
can and Asian colonies were given to France, Britain,
and Japan as League of Nations mandates or admin-
istered territories, though Germany’s losses within
Europe were relatively minor, thanks to Wilson. Alsace-
Lorraine was returned to France. Ethnic Polish territo-
ries seized by Prussia during the eighteenth-century
partition of Poland (see Chapter 16) were returned to
a new independent Polish state. Predominantly Ger-
man Danzig was also placed within the Polish border
but as a self-governing city under League of Nations
protection. Germany had to limit its army to one hun-
dred thousand men, agree to build no military fortifi-

cations in the Rhineland, and

a9y
civilian damages caused by the fighting, Thi,
criticized clause expressed French and to some
British demands for revenge. For the Germang, rery ol

g N ) Parg-
tions were a crippling financial burden, Moreoye the
clause was a cutting insult to German natjona] P;'l b
Many Germans believed wartime propaganda thachil
repeatedly claimed that Germany was an innocen V?c-
tim, forced into war by a circle of barbaric CHefta
When presented with these terms, the new Germay
government protested vigorously but to no ayaj], Ol
June 28, 1919, representatives of the German Social.
Democrats signed the treaty in Louis XIV’s Hgj| of
Mirrors at Versailles, where Bismarck’s empire ha&'{i
been joyously proclaimed almost fifty years before (see.
Chapter 23).

The rapidly concluded Versailles treaties were fop
from perfect, but within the context of war-shattered!
Europe they were a beginning. Germany had begp
punished but not dismembered. A new world organi-
zation complemented a traditional defensive alliance of
satisfied powers: Britain, France, and the United States,
The remaining serious problems, the Allies hoped,
could be worked out in the future. Allied leaders had
seen speed as essential because they feared that the Bol-
shevik Revolution might spread. The best answer to
Lenin’s unending calls for worldwide upheaval, they
believed, was peace and tranquillity.

Yet the great hopes of early 1919 had turned to
ashes by the end of the year. The Western alliance had
collapsed, and a grandiose plan for permanent peace
had given way to a fragile truce. There were several rea-
sons for this turn of events. First, the U.S. Senate and,
to a lesser extent, the American people rejected Wilson's
handiwork. Republican senators led by Henry Cabot
Lodge believed that the treaty gave away Congress’s
constitutional right to declare war and demanded
changes in the articles. In failing health, the self-
righteous Wilson rejected all compromise. In doing
50, he ensured that the treaty would never be ratified
by the United States and that the United States would
never join the League of Nations. Moreover, the Senate
refused to ratify treaties forming a defensive alliance
with France and Great Britain, America in effect had
turned its back on Europe. The new American goSPel
of isolationism represented a tragic renunciation of
international responsibility. Using U.S. actions as ai
excuse, Great Britain too refused to ratify its defensive

Mgl
ex_tﬂnr;

Migy,

war guilt clause An article
in the Treaty of Versailles
that declared that Germany
(with Austria) was solely
responsible for the war and
had to pay reparations equal
to all civilian damages
caused by the fighting.

alliance with France. Bitterly betrayed by its allies
France stood alone.

A second cause for the failure of the peace was that
the principle of national self-determination, whic
had engendered such enthusiasm, was good in theoty
but flawed in practice. In Europe, the borders of ne¥
states such as Poland, Czechoslovakia, and Yugoslavid
cut through a jumble of ethnic and religious group’

accept temporary French occupa-
tion of that region.

| More harshly, in Article 231,
the famous war guilt clause, the
Allies declared that Germany
(with Austria) was entirely re-
sponsible for the war and thus
had to pay reparations equal to all
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e often despised each other. The new central Euro-
:i--. parions would prove to be economically weak and
P ically unstable, the source of conflict in the years
come. In the colonies, desires for self-determination
e simply ignored, leading to problems particularly
1 the Middle East.

The Peace Settlement
in the Middle East

Although Allied leaders at Versailles focused mainly on
Furopean questions, they also imposed a political set-
'tlement on what had been the Ottoman Empire. Their
decisions brought radical and controversial changes to
the region: the Allies dismantled the Ottoman Empire,
Britain and France expanded their influence, and Arab
nationalists felt cheated and betrayed.

~ The British government had encouraged the war-
time Arab revolt against the Ottoman Turks (see page
836) and had even made vague promises of an inde-
'{ pendent Arab kingdom. However, when the fighting
stopped, the British and the French chose instead to
honor their own secret wartime agreements to divide
and rule the Ottoman lands. Most important was the
Sykes-Picot Agreement of 1916, named after British
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and French diplomats. In the secret accord, Britain
and France agreed that former Ottoman territories
would be administered by the Furopean powers un-
der what was later termed the
mandate system. France would
receive a mandate to govern |
modern-day Lebanon and Syria '
and much of southern Turkey,
and Britain would control Pales-
tine, Transjordan, and Iraq.
Though the official goal of the
mandate system was to eventu-
ally grant these regions national
independence, it quickly became
clear that the Allies never in-
tended to do so. Critics labeled
the system colonialism under an-
other name, and when Britain and France set about
implementing their agreements after the armistice,
Arab nationalists reacted with understandable sur-
prise and resentment.

British plans for the former Ottoman lands that
would become Palestine further angered Arab nation-
alists. The Balfour Declaration of November 1917,
written by British foreign secretary Arthur Balfour,

mandate system The plan
to allow Britain and France
to administer former

| Ottoman territories, put
into place after the end of
the First World War.

| Balfour Declaration

| A 1917 British statement
that declared British support
of a National Home for the
Jewish People in Palestine.

Prince Faisal at the Versailles
Peace Conference, 1919
Standing in front, Faisal is
supported by his allies and black
slave. Nur-as-Said, an officer in
the Ottoman army who joined
the Arab revolt, is second from
the left, and the British officer
T. E. Lawrence — popularly
known as Lawrence of Arabia—
is fourth from the left in back.
Faisal failed to win political inde-
pendence for the Arabs, as the
British backed away from the
vague promises they had made

during the war. (Courtesy of the
Trustees of the Imperial War Museum)
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Map 25.5 The Partition of the Ottoman Empire, 1914-1923 By 1914 the Ottoman Turks had been
pushed out of the Balkans, and their Arab provinces were on the edge of revolt. That revolt, in alliance
with the British, erupted during the First World War and contributed greatly to the Ottoman defeat.
Refusing to grant independence to the Arabs, the Allies established League of Nations mandates and
replaced Ottoman rulers in Syria, Iraq, Transjordan, and Palestine.

had announced that Britain favored a “National Home  the Jewish People implied the establishment of some

for the Jewish People” in Palestine, but without dis-  kind of Jewish state that would violate majority rule.
criminating against the civil and religious rights of the  Moreover, a state founded on religious and ethnic &=
non-Jewish communities already living in the region.  clusivity was out of keeping with Islamic and Ottos
Some members of the British cabinet believed the dec-  man tradition, which had historically been more toler=
laration would appeal to German, Austrian, and  antof religious diversity and minorities than Christatt
American Jews and thus help the British war effort.  Europe.

Others sincerely supported the Zionist vision of a Jew- Though Arab leaders at tended the Versailles Peact
ish homeland (see Chapter 23), which they hoped Conference, their efforts to secure autonomy i the
would also help Britain maintain control of the Suez ~ Middle East came to nothing, Only the kingdom ©
Canal. Whatever the motives, the declaration enraged ~ Hejaz—today part of Saudi Arabia—was grantc®
Arabs. independence (Map 25.5). In response, Arab national®

In 1914 Jews accounted for about 11 percent of the ists came together in Damascus as the General Syrian
population in the three Ottoman districts that the  Congress in 1919 and unsuccessfully called again 10
British would lump together to form Palestine; the rest political independence. (See “Primary Source 259
of the population was predominantly Arab. Both Resolution of the General Syrian Congress at Damas:
groups understood that Balfour’s National Home for  cus,” page 856.) The congress proclaimed Syria an in-



aF 4"19]9

ependent kingdom; a similar congress declared Iraqi
| dcpgntlenca

“The Western reaction was swift and decisive. A
french army stationed in Lebanon attacked Syria, tak-
o Damascus in July 1920. The Arab government fled,
J the French took over. Meanwhile, the British
loodily put down an uprising in Iraq and established
control there. Brushing aside Arab opposition, the Brit-
sh in Palestine formally incorporated the Balfour Dec-
ill aration and its commitment to a Jewish national home.
\Western imperialism, in the form of the mandate sys-
em authorized by the League of Nations, appeared to
f[ﬂve replaced Ottoman rule in the Middle East.

~ The Allies sought to impose even harsher terms on
the defeated Turks than on the “liberated” Arabs. A
reaty forced on the Ottoman sultan dismembered the

Figure 25.1 Casualties of World Warl  The losses of Wo

destructive nature of total war.

Casualties per country
{killed or wounded)

Russia 6,650,000 (55%)*  Canada
Germany 5,952,000 {54%) Australia
French Empire 5,651,000 (75%) india
Austria-Hungary 4,820,000 {74%) New Zealand
Great Britain 2,367,000 (44%) Belgium

Italy 1,407,000 (26%)  Greece
Turkey 736,000 (46%)  Portugal
United States 321,000 (8%) South Africa
Romania 320,000 (43%) Montenegro
Serbia 261,000(37%)  Japan
Bulgaria 254,000 (64%) African countries

Total mobilized
59,777,500

The Peace Settlement

Turkish heartland. Great Britain and France occupied
parts of modern-day Turkey, and Italy and Greece
claimed shares. There was a sizable Greek minority in
western Turkey, and Greek nationalists wanted to build
a modern Greek empire modeled on long-dead Byzan-
tium. In 1919 Greek armies carried by British ships
landed on the Turkish coast at Smyrna (SMUHR-nuh)
and advanced unopposed into the interior, while
French troops moved in from the south. Turkey seemed
finished.

Turkey survived the postwar invasions. Led by
Mustafa Kemal (1881-1938), the Turks refused to ac-
knowledge the Allied dismemberment of their coun-
try and gradually mounted a forceful resistance.
Kemal had directed the successful Turkish defense
against the British at the Batte of Gallipoli, and

rld War | were the highest ever for a war in

Europe. These numbers are approximate because of problems with record keeping caused by the

~  Killed per country
241,000 (39%) Germany 1,718,000
211,000 (64%) Russia 1,700,000
108,000 (7%) French Empire 1,385,000
73,000 (66%) Austria-Hungary 1,200,000
57,000 (28%) Great Britain 703,000
26,000 {11%) ltaly 460,000
22,000 (22%) Turkey 336,000
19,000 (13%) Romania 200,000
13,000 (26%) Serbia 128,000
1,250 (0.2%) United States 117,000
Unknown Bulgaria 101,000
Canada 67,000
Australia 59,000
India 43,000
New Zealand 18,000
Belgium 13,000
African countries 10,000
Portugal 7,000
South Africa 7,000
Greece 5,000
Montenegro 3,000
Japan 250

*Percentage of forces killed or wounded.
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at Damascus

President Woodrow Wilson insisted at Versailles that the right
of self-determination should be applied to the conquered
Ottoman territories, and he sent an American commission
of inquiry to Syria to investigate the aspirations of Arab
peoples, even though the British and French refused to par-
ticipate. The commission canvassed political views through-
out greater Syria, and its long report with many documents
reflected public opinion in the region in 19179.

To present their view to the Americans, Arab nationalists
from present-day Syria, Lebanon, Israel, and Jordan came
together in Damascus as the General Syrian Congress and
passed the following resolution on July 2, 1919.

[ we the undersigned members of the General Syrian
Congress, meeting in Damascus on Wednesday, July 2nd,
1919, . . . provided with credentials and authorizations by
the inhabitants of our various districts, Moslems, Chris-
tians, and Jews, have agreed upon the following state-
ment of the desires of the people of the country who have
elected us to present them to the American Section of the
international Commission; the fifth article was passed by
a very large majority; all the other articles were accepted
unanimously.

1. We ask absolutely complete political independence
for Syria within these boundaries. [The resolution de-
scribes the area including the present-day states of Syria,
Lebanon, Israel, and jordan.]

2. We ask that the Government of this Syrian country
should be a democratic civil constitutional Monarchy on
broad decentralization principles, safeguarding the rights
of minorities, and that the King be the Emir Faisal, who
carried on a glorious struggle in the cause of our libera-
tion and merited our full confidence and entire reliance.

3. Considering the fact that the Arabs inhabiting the
Syrian area are not naturally less gifted than other more
advanced races and that they are by no means less devel-
oped than the Bulgarians, Serbians, Greeks, and Roma-
nians at the beginning of their independence, we protest
against Article 22 of the Covenant of the League of Na-
tions, placing us among the nations in their middle stage
of development which stand in need of a mandatory
power.

Resolution of the General Syrian Congress

4. In the event of the rejection by the Peace Confar
ence of this just protest for certain considerations thgp
may not understand, we, relying on the declarations gf 3
President Wilson that his object in waging war was tg;
an end to the ambition of conquest and colonization,
only regard the mandate mentioned in the Covenant gf
the League of Nations as equivalent to the renderingﬁf
economical and technical assistance that does not preju-
dice our complete independence. And desiring that our
country should not fall prey to colonization and believing
that the American Nation is farthest from any thought '
colonization and has no political ambition in our country
we will seek the technical and economical assistance ﬂ:g ]
the United States of America, provided that such assis- i
tance does not exceed 20 years.

5. In the event of America not finding herself in a posi=
tion to accept our desire for assistance, we will seek th'is': |
assistance from Great Britain, also provided that such
assistance does not infringe the complete independenge
and unity of our country and that the duration of such
assistance does not exceed that mentioned in the previ-
ous article.

6. We do not acknowledge any right claimed by the
French Government in any part whatever of our Syrian
country and refuse that she should assist us or have a
hand in our country under any circumstances and in any
place.

7. We oppose the pretensions of the Zionists to create
a Jewish commonwealth in the southern part of Syria,
known as Palestine, and oppose Zionist migration to any
part of our country; for we do not acknowledge their title:
but consider them a grave peril to our people from the
national, economical, and political points of view. Our
Jewish compatriots shall enjoy our common rights and
assume the common responsibilities.

8. We ask that there should be no separation of the
southern part of Syria, known as Palestine, nor of the lit-
toral western zone, which includes Lebanon, from the Syf*
ian country. We desire that the unity of the country
should be guaranteed against partition under whatever
circumstances.

9. We ask complete independence for emancipated
Mesopotamia [today's Iraq] and that there should be n°
economical barriers between the two countries. . . -



‘The noble principles enunciated by President
Wilson strengthen our confidence that our desires
: imanating from the depths of our hearts, shall be
the decisive factor in determining our future; and
fhat President Wilson and the free American people
will be our supporters for the realization of our
hopes. thereby proving their sincerity and noble
ympathy with the aspiration of the weaker nations
in general and our Arab people in particular.
'\We also have the fullest confidence that the Peace
conference will realize that we would not have risen
:gainst the Turks, with whom we had participated in
all civil, political, and representative privileges, but
,’gr their violation of our national rights, and so will
grant us our desires in full in order that our political
tjghts may not be less after the war than they were
before, since we have shed so much blood in the
cause of our liberty and independence.

We request to be allowed to send a delegation
o represent us at the Peace Conference to defend
our rights and secure the realization of our aspira-

tions. ]

IEVALUATE THE EVIDENCE

1. What kind of state did the delegates want?

2. Did the delegates view their “Jewish compatriots”
and the Zionists in different ways? Why?

> 3. How did the delegates appeal to American

' sympathies?

AT

fource: “Resolution of the General Syrian Congress at Damascus, 2 july
1919," from the King-Crane Commission Report, in Foreign Relations of
the United States: Paris Peace Conference, 1919, 12:780-781.

1

despite staggering losses, his Turkish army repulsed the
invaders. The Greeks and British sued for peace. In
1923, after long negotiations, the resulting Treaty of
Lausanne (loh-ZAN) recognized the territorial integ-
rity of Turkey and solemnly abolished the hated capit-
ulations that the European powers had imposed over
the centuries to give their citizens special privileges in
the Ottoman Empire.

Kemal, a nationalist without religious faith, believed
that Turkey should modernize and secularize along
Western lines. He established a republic, was elected
president, and created a one-party system— partly in-
spired by the Bolshevik example—to rransform his
country. The most radical reforms pertained to religion
and culture, For centuries, Islamic religious authorities
had regulated most of the intellectual, political, and
social activities of Ottoman citizens. Profoundly influ-
enced by the example of western Europe, Kemal set
out to limit the place of religion and religious leaders
in daily affairs. He decreed a controversial separation
of church and state, promulgated law codes inspired by
European models, and established a secular public
school system. Women received rights that they never
had before. By the time of his death in 1938, Kemal
had implemented much of his revolutionary program
and moved Turkey much closer to Europe, foretelling
current efforts by Turkey to join the European Union
as a full-fledged member.

The Human Costs
of the War

World War I broke empires, inspired revolutions, and
changed national borders on a world scale. It also had
immense human costs, and ordinary people in the
combatant nations struggled to deal with its legacy in
the years that followed. The raw numbers are astonish-
ing: estimates vary, but total deaths on the battlefield
numbered about 8 million soldiers. Russia had the
highest number of military casualties, followed by Ger-
many. France had the highest proportionate n umber of
losses; about one out of every ten adult males died in
the war. The other belligerents paid a high price as well
(Figure 25.1). Between 7 and 10 million civilians died
because of the war and war-related hardships, and an-
other 20 million people died in the worldwide influ-
enza epidemic that followed the war in 1918.

The number of dead, the violence of their deaths,
and the nature of trench warfare made proper burials
difficult, if not impossible. Soldiers were typically in-
terred where they fell, and by 1918 thousands of ad
hoc military cemeteries were scattered across northern
France and Flanders. When remains were gathered, the
chaos and danger of the battlefield limited accurate
identification. After the war, the bodies were moved to

The Peace Settlement
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Chapter 25 War and Revolution

more formal cemeteries, but hundreds of thousands
remained unidentified. British and German soldiers
ultimately remained in foreign soil, in graveyards man-
aged by national commissions. After some delay, the
bodies of most of the French combatants were brought
home to local cemeteries.

Millions of ordinary people grieved, turning to
family, friends, neighbors, and the church for comfort.
Towns and villages across Europe raised public memo-
rials to honor the dead and held ceremonies on impor-
tant anniversaries: on November 11, the day the war
ended, and in Britain on July 1, to commemorate the
Battle of the Somme. These were poignant and often
tearful moments for participants. For the first time,
each nation built a Tomb of the Unknown Soldier as a
site for national mourning, Memorials were also built
on the main battlefields of the war. All expressed the
general need to recognize the great sorrow and suffer-
ing caused by so much death.

Disabled French Veterans The war killed millions of soldiers and left many more perma-
nently disabled, making the sight of men missing limbs or disfigured in other ways a common

one in the 1920s. (Bettmann/Corbis)

The victims of the First World War includeq o
lions of widows and orphans and huge num'bal'
emotionally scarred and disabled veterans, Cm“:s
soldiers suffered from what the British calleq al
shock” —now termed post-traumatic stress disu:
Contemporary physicians and policymakers ol
understood this complex mental health issye
though some soldiers received medical treatmem)
ers were accused of cowardice and shirking, and
denied veterans benefits after the war. In add
some 10 million soldiers came home physically dﬂs
ured or mutilated. Governments tried to take Céfé.i;;
the disabled and the survivor families, but thege v
never enough money to adequately fund pensionsl
job-training programs. Artificial limbs were expens
uncomfortable, and awkward, and employers
wanted disabled workers. Crippled veterans were oftey
forced to beg on the streets, a common sight for th&
next decade. b



The German case is illustrative. Nearly 10 percent
' German civilians were direct victims of the war,
qnd the new German government struggled to take
e of them. Veterans™ groups organized to lobby for
e support, and fully one-third of the federal bud-
¢ of the Weimar Republic was tied up in war-

Jted pensions and benefits. With the onset of the
eat Depression in 1929, benefits were cut, leaving
fer veterans vulnerable o Nazi propagandists who
id homage to the sacrifices of the war while calling
o the overthrow of the republican government. The
‘yman cost of the war thus had another steep price:
cross Europe, newly formed radical right-wing par-
ies, including the German Nazis and the Italian Fas-
cists, successfully manipulated popular feelings of
|ogs and resentment to undermine fragile parliamen-
ary governments.

LOOKING BACK
LOOKING AHEAD

The Peace Settlement
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9.Quoted in H. Nicolson, Peacemaking 1919 (New York: Grosset &
Dunlap Universal Library, 1965), pp. 8, 31-32.

10.Quoted in C. Barnett, The Swordbearers: Supreme Command in the
First World War (New York: Morrow, 1964), p. 40.

When chief of the German general staff
Count Helmuth von Moltke imagined
the war of the future in a letter to his wife
i1 1905, his comments were surprisingly accurate. "It will become a war between peoples which
will not be concluded with a single battle,” the general wrote, “but which will be a long, weary
Sstiugple with a country that will not acknowledge defeat until the whole strength of its people
s broken.”"® As von Moltke predicted, World War I broke peoples and nations. The trials of
total war increased the power of the centralized state an
'Ottoman, and Russian Empires. The brutal violence shocked and horrified observers across the
world; ordinary citizens were left to mourn their losses.

Despite high hopes for Wilsons Fourteen Points, the Treaty of Versailles hardly brought last-
ing peace. The war’s disruptions encouraged radical political conflict in the 1920s and 1930s
and the rise of totalitarian regimes across Europe, which led to the even more extreme violence
of the Second World War. Indeed, some historians believe that the years from 191 4 to 1945
might most accurately be labeled a modern ‘Thirty Years' War, since the problems unleashed in

d brought down the Austro-Hungarian,

August 1914 were only really resolved in the 1950s. This strong assertion contains a great deal
of truth. Por all of Europe, World War I was a revolutionary conflict of gigantic proportions

With lasting traumatic effects.
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REVIEW and EXPLORE

@ MAKE IT STICK

' LearningCurve
\‘ After reading the chapter, go online and use LearningCurve to retain what you've read,

icientily Key Terms
Identify and explain the significance of each item below.

Triple Alliance (p. 825) War Communism (p. 848)

Triple Entente (p. 826) Treaty of Versailles (p. 851)
Schlieffen Plan (p. 829) Fourteen Points (p. 851)

total war (p. 830) League of Nations (p. 851)

trench warfare (p. 830) national self-determination (p. 851)
February Revolution (p. 842) war guilt clause (p. 852)

Petrograd Soviet (p. 843) mandate system (p. 853)
Bolsheviks (p. 844) Balfour Declaration (p. 853)

Treaty of Brest-Litovsk (p. 845)

Answer the focus questions from each section of the chapter.

¢ What caused the outbreak of the First World War? (p. 824)

¢ How did the First World War differ from previous wars? (p. 830)

¢ In what ways did the war transform life on the home front? (p. 837)

¢ Why did world war lead to revolution in Russia, and what was its outcome? (p. 842)

+ In what ways was the Allied peace settlement flawed? (p. 849)

Make Connections
Think about the larger developments and continuities within and across chapters.

1. While the war was being fought, peoples on all sides of the fighting often referred to
the First World War as “the great war.” Why would they find this label appropriate?

2. How did the First World War draw on long-standing political rivalries and tensions
among the European powers (Chapters 19, 23, and 24)?

3. To what extent was the First World War actually a “world” war?




Vera Brittain

to get involved in the war effort?

ONLINE DOCUMENT ASSIGNMENT

What role did wartime propaganda play in encouraging women like Vera Brittain

You encountered Vera Brittain’s story on page 839. Keeping the question above in mind, go to the
Integrated Media and analyze a variety of propaganda posters calling for women to serve as military
nurses. Then complete a writing assignment based on the evidence and details from this chapter.
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