Historiography:     

Causes of World War I
Initially Germany and Austria-Hungary blamed. By 1920s ‘revisionists’ disputed this partly as anger of war subsided. (Barnes blamed France, Serbia and Russia and Bradshaw: main belligerents were to blame.).
Recently there has been a wave of historians blaming Germany again like Holger Herwig. But not all! British historian Niall Ferguson partly blames Britain as it misinterpreted German intentions as more aggressive than they actually were.

Key historians

Fritz Fischer: Germans were responsible. Partly influenced by disgust with Nazis after World War II. Believed Germany had a tradition of military aggression.

Meeting of War Council 1912, planned to use Balkans to break out of ‘encirclement’

1914 ‘September Programme’ showed German expansionary aims. German elite were expansionary. Saw war was a way of stopping socialists. This was criticised by others like German conservative Gerhard Ritter. (See p.33 of packet for criticisms of Fischer)

Marxist Historians war caused by capitalism, which encouraged conflicts. Non–Marxists point to opposition from City of London (financial district) in 1914 to the war. Germany. Also, Russia, Britain and France were close trading partners.

John Keegan and LCF Turner focus on the accidental nature. Turner it was a ‘tragedy of miscalculation’. Keegan it was not inevitable, many in power had motives not to go to war (royal links, economic interests). By time of mobilisation it was too late to stop as governments would lose face backing down.

James Joll links impersonal factors (long-term trends) with personal decisions of generals and politicians in 1914.

AJP Taylor, focuses on the generals whose details plans involving rapid mobilisation by railway meant negotiations were not possible.

Some quotes

LCF Turner” “A tragedy of miscalculation.”

Koch argues ‘Nothing significant’ came out of the meeting of that War Council.

Kennan: Franco Russian alliance ‘sealed the fate ‘ of Europe.

Effects of World War I

Foch, (French senior general) it is not peace but an ‘armistice for 20 years.’

Grenville: Peace of Paris did not give a stable peace.

Dawson: the peace was harsh discriminated in favour of non-Germans. German frontiers ‘literally bleeding.’

Keynes (economists) it settled nothing, the extent of the reparations hurt German, and thus the European, economy.

McDougall: as France suffered most, it was remarkably moderate.

Henig felt reparations were not ‘excessively harsh.’

Versailles historiography

	Fritz Fischer
	The German desire for continental domination didn’t stop in 1918, in fact Versailles and Hitler made it get worse

	Wolfgang Mommsen
	It was tough but understandable. However, it made Hitler’s rise easier

	G. Shultz
	The Big 3 failed to establish a permanent peace due to a series of mistakes



	John Sherer
	Germany was made stronger as it was the only empire not to be broken up in 1918-19

	Douglas Newton

David Thomson
	It wasn’t so much the content of the treaty but the way they went about drafting it and the high ideals that were expected

	Margaret MacMillan
	The problem wasn’t the Treaty but the Wall Street Crash/ Great Depression

	AJP Taylor

John Terrain
	The treaty was seen as so bad to the Germans, they were bound to get rid of it at some point


