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ANTI-SEMITISM

FORCED OR REAL

Why were there Germans who supported Hitler’s Anti-Semitism?

Chen Yu Ming

About Hitler's
Anti-semitism
Adolf Hitler had long hated the
Jewish people. He made people believe that the Jews were
the reason for all the problems
in the country. This led to the
cruel holocaust which began
in 1933 when Hitler came to
power in Germany and ended in 1945 when the Nazis
were defeated in World War
II. However, this was due to
Hitler’s hate towards the Jews
which lead to his decision to
eleminate the Jews, However,
what were the Germans’ view
towards Hitler’s anti-semitism.
In this essay, I will show that
some Germans supported
Hitler’s Anti-Semitic policy because of the accumulation of
hates since olden time, propaganda and their fear towards
Hitler.

Jews in the Middle
Ages
Ever since the Middle Ages,
persecutions of Jews took
place all over Europe. In the
context of the Crusades, the
Second Crusade in 1147 the
Jews in France were subject to

frequent massacres. The Jews
were also subjected to attacks
by the Shepherds' Crusades of
1251 and 1320. The Crusades
were followed by expulsions
in 1290, the banishing of all
English Jews in 1396, 100
000 Jews were expelled from
France and in 1421, thousands
were expelled from Austria.
Also, in the Late Middle Ages,
when the Black Death broke
out in Europe in the mid-14th
century, killing more than a half
of the population. It is an ofttold myth, however, that due to
their better nutrition and cleanliness, Jews were not infected in similar numbers, Jews

Expulsions of Jews in Europe from
1100 to 1600.
The Holocaust
The mass murder or genocide of approximately six million Jews during
World War II.
The Crusades
Military campaigns sanctioned by
the Latin Catholic Church during
the High Middle Ages through to
the end of the Late Middle Ages.
Black Death
The epidemic form of bubonic
plague experienced during the Middle Ages when it killed nearly half
the people of western Europe.
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5 Key Points
1. Hitler almost certainly
acquired his anti-Semitic ideas
during his time as a struggling
artist in Vienna.
2. He believed in a Jewish world
conspiracy, and that communism was a Jewish plot to undermine nations.
3. Anti-Semitism was prevalent
in Germany during the 19th
century, perpetuated by nationalist politicians and writers.
4. During the 1920s Hitler kept
his anti-Semitic ideas in check,
as he attempted to build a ‘respectable’ party.
5. Once in power the Nazis
unleashed a propaganda war on
Germany’s Jews, led by men like
Julius Streicher.

were indeed infected in similar
numbers to their non-Jewish
neighbors yet they were still
targeted as scapegoats. Rumors spread that they caused
the disease by deliberately
poisoning wells. Hundreds of
Jewish communities were destroyed by violence. Although
the Jews tried to defend themselves, several months later,
900 Jews were burnt alive in
Strasbourg, where the plague
hadn't yet affected the city.

Jews in the

when admitted, Jews in many
States could not buy land or
houses. In some cities they
had to stay in assigned areas
called “ghettos”, which they
could only leave during the
day. Also, Jews were highly
restricted in their occupations.
In most States all jobs were
forbidden to them except trading and money lending. This
meant that Christians came
to owe money to the Jews,
and this led to the Jews being
viewed as loan sharks. Such
mindsets were even present
in Hitler’s days and those
negative impressions did not
change.

Jews in the
Nineteenth Century

The burning of Jews in the 14th
century during the black death
(bubonic plague). Jews were perceived as being less susceptible to
the plague than their neighbours
(likely the result of Jewish ritual
regarding personal hygiene) and
they were accused of poisoning
Christian wells

Ghettos
A part of a city, especially a slum
area, occupied by a minority group
or groups

Jews in the
Eighteenth Century
In the early eighteenth century,
Jews had lived in many parts
of Europe everv since they
came with the Romans. They
were regarded as a special
nation. Under Christian rule in
the Holy Roman Empire they
became very restricted in their
freedom and their rights. In
the eighteenth century in all of
Europe, Jews still did not have
the freedom of movement and
could settle only in territories
where they had received special permission. Many rulers
had completely closed their
countries to the Jews. Even

The increasing bad reputation
in the 19th century was the
peak to Germany's anti-Semitism. Due to the rise of nationalism, the hatred of the Jews
escalated not only in Germany,
but all over Europe. Ethnic
groups together with religious
minorities were looked down
upon, under the period where
nationalism rules. Also, this
was when the word ‘Anti-Semitism’ was invented. According
to facts taken from Jewish Virtual Library, in Russia the Jews
were strongly persecuted, due
to the murder of Tsar Alexander II in 1881. This result in
many Jews being murdered
and a large number of Jews
escaped to Western Europe.
According to data, around 2
million Jews went to the United
States, and around 300,000
Jews went to Argentina, Canada and Great Britain. The persecutions were also caused by
the Zionist movement and the
desire to establish a Jewish
nation. The idea of a Jewish
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“I view the Jewish race in particular as the born

enemy of the racially pure man and of any nobleness in him; I am convinced that they especially
will destroy us Germans.

”

world conspiracy was based
on ‘The Protocols of the Wise
Men of Zion’. In this document,
it describes a Jewish plan for
global domination. More stories turned up in Germany in
1919 and was seen as that
Jews was the cause for Germany to lose World War I.

Past hates an
important factor
The reason why some Germans supported Hitler was
due to Hitler’s skillfully used
propaganda. Jews were already seen as an inferior race
and were separated due to
past events that happened
in the olden time, therefore,
making the Germans to go
against them will be much
easier with all these past hates
present in their mind. Seeing
all these pervious hates as
opportunities, Hitler started to
use propaganda to influence
the Germans even more. First,
we must understand that for
the Holocaust to happen not
only was the original anti-Semitism thinking in the Germans
essential but the Nazis also
needed to change and reinforce the thoughts people
have towards the Jews, because although it was already
slightly anti-Semitic it was still
not strong enough to allow
for a Holocaust. Therefore,
to achieve the mindset Hitler
wants on people, he employed
Josef Goebbels as minister of
Propaganda and Enlightenment.

A letter from Wagner to King
Ludwig II of Bavaria,
Das Judentum in der Musik.

Propaganda
By increasing anti-Jewish
campaign, Hitler started focusing more on propaganda.
Jews were blamed for every
negative aspect of German
society, such as murders, sexual assaults, street violence,
begging, prostitution, pornography, the sale of illegal alcohol and drugs, even pollution.
Therefore, these made people
thought that eliminating Jews
was beneficial to them as it
can make Germany a better
place. In the 1930's, Hitler
instructed the Nazis to start
using propaganda, spreading lies about the Jews. Josef
Goebbels created a negative
image of the Jewish people,
accusing them for the social
and economic problems of
Germany and the world. The
propaganda was intended to
degrade the Jews by naming
them an inferior race, to create widespread anti-Semitism.
The Nazis addressed that
Jews must be removed from
the German society, hence
using schools, media, films,
posters and dramas to teach
and project a negative image
of the Jews. The effects of the
propaganda, combined with
the preexisting anti-Semitic
feelings in Europe, resulted in
widespread violence, humiliation, and persecution of Jews.

The Jew cries: “We don’t care
about Germany... The main
thing is that things go well for
us...”
Propaganda book aimed
particularly at kids, and was
sometimes used in the schools.

Propaganda
Information, especially of a biased
or misleading nature, used to
promote a political cause or point
of view.
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reappeared. However the past
events that had happened
also greatly impacted the
After the propaganda startGerman’s mindset towards the
ed taking effect on the GerJews, it is not just pure proman people, Hitler started to
Many Germans were paganda. In this case, these
impose fear on his people.
past hatreds towards the Jews
Firstly, all Jewish-owned busi- drawn to anti-Semiaided Hitler in his propagannesses were closed and all
tism because they were da aspect. Also the fear that
members of Jewish commuforced the Germans to support
nities were forced to wear a
drawn
to
Nazism,
not
Hitler showed that even those
gold star on their clothes at all
Germans who supported Hitler
times. The star identified them the other way around.
were not really though their
as Jewish and subjected them Many who voted Nazi
own will. All in all, I personally
to mistreatment of any kind at
think that as people living on
simply ignored or
any time. Shortly after, many
the same piece of land, we
Jewish people were forced to
rationalised
the
anmust always help and respect
leave their homes and relocate
ti-Semitism of the par- one another, racism is the last
to ghettos. Then finally they
thing that we would do. To me
were sent to concentration
ty,
just
as
they
ignored
those Germans that supported
camps. If people were caught
Hitler then were either cowards
the other unpleasant
associating with or trying to
or savages. In the other hand,
help a Jewish person out they aspects of the Nazi
I also do acknowledge that
would be punished. Hitler
not all the Germans supported
movement.
instilled fear into everyone to
ensure that his plan went as
William S. Allen, historian Hitler was like this, but majority that were afraid of getting
accordingly. The Nazi’s used
into trouble if they helped the
scare tactics as their main
In conclusion, we must always
Jews. In the end, I hope that
strategy against not only the
consider that Hitler is already
prisoners of the Holocaust, but in power as a leader, a dictator everyone will know that courage is what it takes to stand up
also the citizens of Germany
of Germany at that time. Therefor your right, however bravery
and other countries to gain
fore, propaganda aspect will
is what it takes to stand up for
power over Germany and esdefinitely be a more important
other’s right.
sentially eliminate the Jewish
factor that is affecting people’s
race. The German community
opinion towards anti-Semilived in fear so much so that
tism. His speeches to people
people were afraid to sleep at
about the Jews and the plans
night because they were worhe carried out at that time has
ried about saying something
a rather great impact on the
that would offend the Nazi’s.
people’s thinking that greatly
Hitler made it clear early on
influenced and hindering the
that he would get rid of anyGerman’s real thoughts deep
one who went against what he inside their heart which never
said or tried to get in his way.
Therefore, this is why people
had no choice but to support
References
him even if they did not agree
Adolf Hitler. (1925) Mein Kampf
with Hitler. It was not that they
Hartmann Schedel & Carol Belanger Grafton (1493) Nuremdid not care about the Jews
berg Chronicle
at all and supported Hitler, it
was because they did not care Ernst Hiemer (1938) Der Giftpilz
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Fear

oppose Hitler and the Nazis
and get themselves into trouble that might cost themtheir li

“

”

Both infamous yet
different German Reich
Similarities and differences
Key Concept

Was Nazi Germany a rerun of the German Empire?
Role of Reader
Before you read this
Think through: What are some
significant aspects of Nazi Germany?
How then are those factors similar in
the German Empire?

I

nfamous Germany- History textbooks
regards Nazi Germany and German
Empire as infamous criminals of their
respective era, blaming them for leading
Germany towards World War. Many at
face value may have associated the Nazis
with the likes of a “revived” German
Empire. This essay serves to look at the
common belief that the Nazis are a rerun of
the German Empire in the context of their
ideology, their intensity of Anti-Semitism,
opinions of old Generals and its
Constitution, also studying the underlying
truth of them igniting a World War.

Constitution of Reich
Both Reich are very different in terms of
their constitution. The German Empire
headed towards the constitution of a
parliamentary monarchy after Kaiser
Wilhelm II took over, which was simply a
wedding between Democracy and
Imperialism. What makes them known as a
democratic monarch is the fact that despite
the Kaiser having full control over foreign
affairs, the Reichstag, his Ministers, the
Army and also having the power to dismiss
the chancellor as he sees fit, the Reichstag
had different independent political parties
and was elected by a voting system of all
males within the political parties. Hence
labelling them as a democratic monarch.

Its successor, the Weimar Constitution was
even labelled as a democratic system. But
Nazi Germany was clearly a totalitarian
state at which absolute power was given to
a man, Hitler. The Enabling Act and the
Reichstag Fire of 1933 removed any
political rivalry in Germany. Hitler even
removed those who appeared as a threat to
his totalitarian power inside his party, for
example the Night of Long Knives of 1934
which removed the SA. Hitler extended the
boundary of control to the extent of total
economic control through means such as
the Reich Labor Service. Hitler in every
possible aspect removed all hindrance and
formed a totalitarian state. I believe this
reveals a clear huge and distinct difference
between the two Reich; one had a proper
parliamentary constitution unlike the other
where it all revolves around one man,
Hitler.

4K, Samuel
Sim Wei Xuan
totalitarian state:
absolute control over
a state by a single
person or governing
branch.

total economic
control: total control
over the economic
factors such as
number of workers or
labor methods.
Anti-Semitism:
Discrimination and
prejudice against
Jews.

Cause of World War
Both Reich are clearly different as Nazi
Germany directly caused a World War
unlike the German Empire. The thought of
both Reich causing a World War is clearly
flawed due to the underlying true cause of
World War I. Nazi Germany actions had
directly caused the outbreak of war,
however not forgetting the German
Empire had also resulted in Weimar
Germany being blamed as the cause of
WW1. Germany in the past was wellknown to be a power house where she
industrialized rapidly. Led by William II,
Germany was highly aggressive on foreign
policy and being a great power was pushed
into political isolation and soon led the
German Empire into World War 1.

parliamentary
monarchy: a
government in which
power is being
exercised in terms of
delegated authority
but supreme power is
still held by a single
person
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Racial Policies

Study Source A.
What is the
Cartoonist trying
to imply on the
cause of WWI?

system of alliances:
idea that Otto Von
Bismarck started
which secured
countries’
international security
through treaties
between countries.

“The Chain of Friendship”. Cartoon published in the
Brooklyn Eagle, July 1914, on the cause of WW1.

Both Reich have desires which points
towards Germany’s expansion. The most
evident factor is that both Reich’s actions
and their desire was the “cause” of World
War. In 1918, Germany was forced to sign
the Treaty of Versailles. However the
German Empire was not to be entirely
blamed, rather it was the system of
alliances which was the root cause. The
German Aggression simply added fuel to
the fire. This is unlike Hitler’s gamble of
signing the Nazi-Soviet Pact that dragged
everyone into War. World War 2 was
deliberately caused directly by the planned
moves of the Nazis unlike World War 1.

Key Pointss

Source A

Another clear point that distinguishes both
Reich is its intensity of Anti-Semitism.
Nazi Germany was obviously on a different
level, this is one of the biggest reasons why
I feel that Nazi Germany is not a rerun of
the German Empire. The factor that clearly
made Nazi Germany an infamous regime in
history was the eradication of the Jews, the
Holocaust, where 6 million Jews were
killed. Hitler was misguided into thinking
that Jewish Businessmen and bankers were
the fault for Germany’s loss in the WW1,
forcing the army to surrender. Even so, in
his poverty years in Vienna, Jewish people
were normally rich and wealthy business
men. In conclusion the Nazi Germany tried
to remove the Jews and other minorities. In
the days of the German Empire, antiSemitism was present in politics but they
received the rights to be citizens of
Germany. The financial crisis of Panic of
1873, the Jews associated with capitalism
was the target of resentment. The Jews was
subjected to Anti-Semitic attacks on the
press, postcards, courts and assaults. Even
so Anti-Semitism political parties were
formed, introducing Anti-Semitism into
politics, such as the Christian Social Party
that was founded by Adolf Stoecker who
even entered the Reichstag in 1881 but
their overall support was little.









Source B
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“German Empire Anti-Semitic, Jewish Beggars
Marienbad.” German Postcard, German Postal
History Collection, 2013.

Nazi Germany was a totalitarian
state which was different from
the parliamentary monarch of the
German Empire.
WWII was a result of Nazi
Germany’s actions unlike WWI
which was caused by the system
of alliances and not the German
Empire.
The German Empire still
respected the Jews which Nazi
Germany tried to eradicate of
German grounds.
Past Generals of WWI feels that
Nazi Germany did not follow the
ideals of the German Empire
Nazi Germany was not a
militarist unlike the German
Empire.

Also, the Jews still held their place in
white-collared professions and are
academically inclined, like Bismarck’s
banker Gerson Bleichroeder.
Hence if we were to compare the
intensity of Anti-Semitism there is
significant difference. Many may argue
about the cruel expulsion of Prussians in
1885 which affected 10,000 Jews but
Bismarck was not targeting the Jews,
rather it was an act due to the annexation
of territories during the Partitions of
Poland. Hence this was unlike the German
Empire which still utilized the Jews despite
racial discrimination towards them. If Nazi
Germany was a rerun of the German
Empire, they would have still utilized and
made use of the Jews instead of eradicating
them from German Land.

Views of WWI Generals
In my opinion, the views of high prominent
figures that played roles in the German
Empire should be considered in the
argument. In this case, the representative is
General Eric who personally did not feel
that Nazi Germany is a rerun of the
German Empire. General Ludendorff felt
the need of a highly militaristic Germany
and was well-known as a talented military
strategist. Hence one thing which appalled
and astonished him was how the German
Empire had lost the War. Ludendorff is
well-known as a prominent supporter of
the “stab-in back” theory. Ludendorff
came back in 1923, being urged by Hitler
to participate in the Beer Hall Putsch.
Ludendorff stated how he believed and felt
that Nazi Germany could revive those
views he once held of the German Empire.
Ludendorff wanted to make not only a
revived German Empire but even a Reich
which will learn the mistakes of the
German Empire. He wanted to rebuild a
stronger German Empire, however in
1928, he retired as a member of the
National Socialist Freedom Movement.
When Hitler formed his totalitarian
state, Ludendorff distanced himself from
Hitler. Even though Hitler had personally
visited him on his 7oth Birthday, he
rejected and even took a step further by
insulting Nazi Germany in front of Hitler.

Source C

Heck, Alfons. Interview with
Christopher Andrew and Christopher
Browing. “The Fatal Attraction of
Adolf Hitler.” BBC Documentary,
Television Programme Interview,
1989.
“But after Kristallnacht no German could
any longer be under any illusion. I believe it
was the day we lost our innocence. But it
would be fair to point out that I myself never
met even the most fanatic Nazi who wanted
the extermination of the Jews. Certainly we
wanted the Jews out of Germany, but we
did not want them killed.”

He claimed how he feels Nazi Germany has
fallen for Hitler’s crazy ideology and has
gone off track from what it should be. He
prophesied how Nazi Germany would
eventually fall into hell and Hitler would be
hated by the future generations.
Hence it is obvious how General
Ludendorff felt that Nazi Germany is not a
rerun of the German Empire. He openly
revealed his opinion on how Nazi Germany
has took another course downhill instead of
being a revival of the once powerful
German Empire. Overall this primary
source, clearly proves how highly
prominent figures of the past even felt that
Nazi Germany is not a rerun of the German
Empire.

Defendants in the Beer Hall Putsch, November 1923.
5th from left is Ludendorff and 6th from left is Hitler

Study Source C.
What can be inferred
from this interview
about the intensity of
Anti-Semitism during
the Nazi Regime?
How accurate do you
think this account on
the extermination of
Jew was?

“stab-in back”
theory: belief that
Adolf Hitler had
which blamed the
Jews and Communists
for undermining the
war efforts of
Germany. Many
Germans who could
not accede to defeat in
WWI believed deeply
in this theory.

Source D
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Further Questions










Source E
Study Source D.
What can be
depicted from this
picture? Look at
their expressions.
militaristic: to
describe a society
that has undergone
extreme measures
to maintain a
strong military.
Franco-Prussian
War, 1870: war
between France
and Prussia which
led to the founding
of the German
Empire.

facsist: to describe
a society where the
people are led by a
dictator who has
complete power.
“pure” Germans:
Hitler’s belief of
the Aryan Race
being true
Germans and is the
only master race.
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German Soldiers marching towards the front line
in WWI with the goal of beating the French

The Reich’s Ideology
Nazi Germany and the German Empire are
clearly different on their ideology, one
being fascist and the other militaristic
respectively. The German Empire is a
militaristic regime where its government
and society has underwent a form of drastic
militarization. The German Empire was
born from the battlefield of the FrancoPrussian War, 1870 and brought forth
militarization into the German Empire.
What this has resulted in, is simply that in
any aspect of the German Empire, the
German armed forces would be the
dominant power. The military of the
German Empire was even shielded and
immune to the management and control of
the Reichstag.
However why is Nazi not a rerun then if
it embodied militaristic foreign policies?
Nazi Germany is at heart a totalitarian
state as discussed earlier. This is the result
of a fascist ideology. Nazism has been
defined as a form of fascism with the
incorporation of anti-Semitism. The Nazis
followed their own ideology of Nazism.
Their main focus was not its military being
the dominant power but to create a German
State of “pure” Germans. I do agree that
Nazi Germany displayed militaristic
features such as the remilitarization of
Rhineland, but what the main focus here is
not on its foreign policies but rather the
ideology of the Reich at hand.

How useful and effective is this
article in comparing the two
Reich?
Are there any more factors to
compare the two Reich?
Is this article implying that
Hitler did not consider a rerun of
the past German Empire?
Did Hitler then not consider
following the footsteps of the
German Empire?
How about the Weimar Republic
then, in what way was it similar
to the German Empire and Nazi
Germany?

Nazi Germany “revived” German
Empire?
In conclusion, it would be clear that Nazi
Germany is not a rerun or “revival” of the
German Empire. Both may have desire for
a powerful Germany, but looking at their
constitution, ideology and racial policies, it
has clearly differentiated them. Even
people of that era indirectly agree how Nazi
Germany is not a rerun of the German
Empire. I do not disagree with some
underlying resemblance in the Reich but
Nazi Germany is obviously not a rerun or
“revival” of the German Empire.

Citations
1. Lynn Abrams. Bismarck and the
German Empire: 1871-1918
(Lancaster Pamphlets). Scotland:
Glasgow, 2006
2. “History of Germany, Imperial
Germany.” Accessed December 14,
2013.
http://motherearthtravel.com/hist
ory/germany/history-11.html.
3. Israel Cohen, B.A., Anti-Semitism in
Germany. Great Britain: London,
1918, PDF e-book.
4. Andrew Miner. “German Militarism,
Imperial Germany: The Origin of
Militarism.” March 2012, 19.
https://sites.google.com/site/andr
ewminerportfolio/home/quarter-3assigned-work/research-paper-german-militarism

The Soviet Union
More Fascist than Communist?
Key Concepts

T

Edward Wong Zi
Shen 4K

Before you read this:
Think through about the significant aspects of Fascist Germany
and Italy and similarities with
the Soviet Union.
he Soviet Union changed

hands from its autocratic rule
under Tsar Nicholas II to become a largely regarded communist state which stemmed
from Marxism, under Vladimir
Timeline of Marxism
Lenin who was later succeeded
by Joseph Stalin after his death.
1818– Birth of Karl Marx
The key idea of Marxism is where
1842– Marx became a journalist for Rheinische
the society is stateless and classless and that the government
Zeitung
controls all the money and prop1848– Release of the Communist Manifesto
erty to be distributed equally. To
put it simply Marxism is based on
1883– Death of Karl Marx
everyone being treated equally.
1917– Russian Revolution
Fascism was key during the Nazi
rule of Germany, Mussolini’s reign
of Italy. Fascism is based on the coun- tion, agriculture etc. They received
higher pays and even within the notry being led by one ruler and where
much focus is placed on glorifying the menklatura there were different pay
grades for different positions. This would
state through attaining autarky and
show that not everyone is equal and
victory in war. In this essay, I will be
that there were actually classes despite
comparing the practices between
USSR which has been widely regarded being considered as a communist
as communist and Italy and Nazi Ger- country.

Autarky: Ability of an entity
to survive without the need
of external assistance

Source A

many which were widely regarded as
fascist.

Was everybody really Equal?
Communism is based on the state
being stateless and classless. However, there has always been a class
above the rest known as the communist party of the Soviet Union,
which was the ruling party. There has
also always been a leader from Lenin
to Stalin and lastly Silayev. There were
also a category of people known as
the nomenklatura which meant they
were assigned key administrative positions in various sectors such as educa-

“Salaries were, of course, essential but the perks, in particular,
played a crucial material and symbolic role. They enabled and
shaped a way of life and a certain self-image, they were a sign
of recognition, if not an outright bribe, a cherished set of gratifications, psychologically more precious than the salary itself —
because, simply, they made the difference. The party brass and
staffs were as keen on all these “goodies” as the other apparaty
and, in fact, actually initiated the whole system of perks and of
the scramble for having them. Salaries were themselves composed of a base pay that often was wrapped up in a changing
array of all kind of incentives and inducements — the higher the
post the more liberal not just the salary but also those extras”

Excerpt from a history book on special treatment received by the nomenklatura

Initiatives by USSR to be Communist

Source B
Tanks made by the Soviet
Union for use by the North
Koreans’ during the Korean
war.

During the time before Stalin was the
leader of the Soviet Union, there were
certain policies pushed out that
showed that as a state, they were trying to be communist. For example, as
the initiation of the Communist International in Moscow in 1919 which intended to fight the international bourgeoisie. Which would in the end result in
classes being destroyed and society
would be equal throughout which is
what Marx envision for Marxism. The
Communist International was however
dissolved in 1943. The Soviet Union also
provided military aid for certain countries such as Spain, China and North
Korea to expand their communist influence around the world. There was also
war communism during the civil war in
which large factories and production
was taken over and controlled by the
government and where resources were
fairly distributed among the Russian
people. This was one of the few examples that showed that the state was
trying to be communist. It was replaced by a largely capitalist New Economic policy. However, to return to the
path of communism, it was replaced
by collectivization and the 5 year
plans. It was Stalin’s intention that the
implementation of collective farming in
1928 under the 5 year plans to ensured
that the class difference between the
peasants and the Kulaks would be
abolished. The move required farmers
of a certain area to combine their land

area and form a single farm known as
a Kolkhoz. It was an understanding of
the Soviet leaders that this move would
increase agricultural output and allow
for greater political control. By 1940,
96.9% of the farmsteads were in collective farms. From 1960-1990, 60%-70% of
the farms were collective farms and
state farms. Not forgetting the implementation of the 13 5-year plans, with
the last one in 1991 was cut short to
one year due to the fall of the Soviet
Union. These plans were able to help
develop Russia and bring them ahead
of countries of opposing ideologies.

Consolidation of Power
Both Stalin and Hitler used fear as a
way to maintain their position within the
party and to continue as the leaders of
their respective countries. With Stalin
killing his competitors within his own
party such as Kirov, Kamenev, Bukharin,
Zinoviev and even Trotsky who was in
exile in Mexico. Stalin also initiated
purges, using the death of Kirov as an
excuse. During these purges in the
1930’s-1940’s, approximately over
500000 party members were charged
with anti-Soviet activities and were executed or sent to gulags. Similarly, Hitler
made use of the Reichstag Fire to pass
the Enabling Act in 1933 which effectively gave him dictatorship powers,
which he used to arrest his political opponents such as the communists and
the Social Democrats. This basically
showed that despite being totally opposing ideologies, both fascism and
communism deployed the same strategies to stay in power. Now with this example, we are able to evaluate whether the USSR was more communist or
fascist. We can see that one of the fundamentals of fascism was having a solidary leader but for communism, it was
for everyone to be equal. Thus, Stalin’s
willingness to be the solidary leader in
both his party and the state is somewhat fascist.
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showed that despite being totally opposing ideologies, both fascism and
communism deployed the same strategies to stay in power. Now with this example, we are able to evaluate whether the USSR was more communist or
fascist. We can see that one of the fundamentals of fascism was having a solidary leader but for communism, it was
for everyone to be equal. Thus, Stalin’s
willingness to be the solidary leader in
both his party and the state is somewhat fascist.

divisions of tanks, 107 divisions of motor
rifles and 8 airborne divisions, together
with 2 million in their ground forces. It is
also important to remember that the Soviet Union had nuclear capabilities. There
were many proxy wars where the Soviet
Union was involved, such as the Korean
War, Vietnam War, Bay of Pigs Invasion
and Afghan-Soviet wars. In these wars, it
was not to gain land or resources like the
Germany or Italy did. It was more about
spreading the ideology of communism
towards other parts of the world. It is also
important to mention that the USA was
the aggressor in the Bay of Pigs invasion
by sending in CIA agents to work with the
rebel forces in Cuba. In the case of the
Soviet war in Afghanistan in 1979, it was
more of an obligation to help rather than
taking over a country. The Soviet Union
signed a peace treaty with Afghanistan
in 1978, which stated that Afghanistan
could request for Soviet support should
there being any conflict that they could
not cope with. There was unrest caused
by the Mujahideen which was an Islam
rebel force, thus the Soviet Union intervened in 1979. With reference to what
the 3 countries have done in terms of military, We can

Military and Foreign Expansion
It is essential to remember that fascist states like Germany and Italy
had the mentality to glorify the
state through acts such as
strengthening the military and
through invasion of other states.
During the Nazi reign, attempts
were made to glorify the state by
regaining the land such as Rhineland, Sudetenland, Austria and
most prominently Poland which
caused France to declare war on
Germany and in turn started World War
2. Italy was similarly guilty when they
invaded Abyssinia following the Walwal
incident in 1934 despite signing a
peace agreement for 20 years in 1928.
Mussolini’s Italy succeeded in 1936
when they finally captured Addis Ababa. When the Soviet Union army was at
its at peak in the 1970’s, they had 50

see that USSR’s intentions were mostly to
help their allies and spread their ideology.
While both Germany and Italy only had
the intention to gain more land and resources. With Hitler gaining land that was
lost in the aftermath of the first world war
to glorify the state. The actions of the
USSR would not have given them extra
land or resources and the actions result-

Source C
A British cartoon depicting the
nature of the Show Trials Stalin's attempt to legitimise the
execution of his enemies in the
party.

ed in more of a increased influence of
Communism around the globe. Thus it
goes to show that what the USSR has
done was not fascist.

Glorification and Propaganda

Source D
One of the many Statues
of Stalin built during the
Soviet Era to show his
power over the people.

The most prominent leader during the
existence of the Soviet Union was Joseph Stalin. Through the use of propaganda and building large monuments
of Stalin, Stalin was glorified. The propaganda was spread through schools
and organisations, the media, the art
and lectures. The use of propaganda
went as far as creating a propaganda
trains that were had movies and lecturers. Monuments of Stalin were built all
throughout USSR. The most prominent
built in Prague, which took 5 and a half
years to construct. It was 15.5 meters in
height and 22 meters in length. When
we compare this to fascist regimes, it is
vastly similar. Propaganda has been
prominently made use of in Nazi Germany. Both the Nazi Party and Hitler
were glorified through this propaganda. There was a ministry of propaganda which was headed by Joseph
Goebbels. Propaganda was spread

anyone being of a higher class. It was
more of a fascist move to glorify the
sole leader of the country. This would
make the USSR more fascist than communist.

USSR. Communist or Fascist?
The Soviet Union started off as a state
that had the intentions to be communist. Although it introduced various
pro-communist policies, it never
reached the stage of pure communism. Also a line made famous by
Karl Marx, “ From each according to his
ability, to each according to his need”,
which meant that the privileged would
work and the underprivileged would
soon benefit due to the abundance of
goods and everyone would end up
equal. However, this was clearly not
evident in USSR. According to Marx’s
theory of history, when the stage of
pure communism is met, there should
be no government or laws and everyone would administer their own lives.
However, the vanguard government
which was supposed to be in place
only during the transitional period after
the revolution remained till the fall of
the USSR. When comparing USSR to
Germany and Italy, we see certain similarities such as a sole leader for the
country, but we have to keep in mind
that this was only prominent during the
time Stalin of the head of the country.
USSR was also neither purely communist
either when compared side by side
with what Karl Marx envisioned but
more of state capitalism country where
the state was the monopoly instead of
companies. So although USSR demonstrated certain similarities to the fascist
countries, it was in no way more fascist
than communist.

Key Questions
through the newspapers, radio and
school textbooks. However, propaganda is used in democratic countries such
as USA to recruit soldiers during the Second World War. Glorification of the
leaders Stalin and Hitler was not communist as it did not go by society and



How different was the USSR ideology under Stalin and other leaders?



Were Nazi Germany and Mussolini’s Italy really pure Fascist?
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The Third Reich’s Storm
Troopers
Discuss the effects and impact of the drafting of the Volkssturm and its
effectiveness in the final battles of WWII in the European theater.

	
  
Germany
in desperation
	
  

1944 , the war effort has all but gone well for the Third

October 1944,
Volkssturm
donning their
home clothes
armed with wide
assortment of
weapons and
equipment after
being freshly
draftedd

Definitions:
Agrarian –
agriculture
Volkssturm –
People’s Militia or
People’s Storm
troopers

Reich. After the disastrous failure of Operation
Barbarossa and the Wehrmacht sent home with its tail
between its knees (1942), and the largest naval landing
the world has ever seen securing a beachhead in
Normandy (6 June), the Nazi regime was crumbling under
the relentless push by the Allied forces on the Western
front and the Red Army on the eastern front, chipping
away at the corners of their vast territory. September of
1944, post - war reconstruction plans were being drawn
up by the Allies to reduce Germany into an agrarian state
as they closed in on Berlin, and despite their fervent cries
	
  
of war and patriotism,
the Wehrmacht were showing their
desperation both in numbers, equipment and morale.

Born out of smoldering ash,
Arise! Hitler’s Volkssturm
October 1944, Nazi Party leaders watched
in horror as large portions of the Third
Reich were liberated by the Allies. On the
18th day of the month, desperate, Hitler
drew inspiration of the Prussian Landsturm
of the old and conscripted boys from the
age of 16 to 60 year-old WWI veterans to
arms as a final effort to bolster the
crumbling war effort the of the Third Reich.
Hitler and Goebbels envisioned a large
and strong militia to be rallied and to give
their lives if necessary for the survival of
the Reich. This desperate effort to
resuscitate the German war machine was
called the Volkssturm (Translated: the
People’s Militia or the People’s Storm
Troopers). Fanatic Nazi party leaders saw
the Volkssturm as a revival or as Hitler put
it, “waging total war” on the Allies.

Grey Clad Storm Troopers
Since 1925, the Volkssturm only existed on
paper, the Landsturm of the old Prussian
empire fought and defied the might of
Napoleon during the Napoleonic battles
which ravaged Europe in the 19th century,
Hitler gave the command to draft six million
men into the Volkssturm to reinforce the
faltering Eastern front

which was crumbling under the weight of
the Red Army. However, out of the six
million men, so ambitiously put forth, only
500,000 Volkssturm were operationally
ready for combat. Of these 600,000 men
made roughly 900 battalions which
consisted of 640 men which was made out
of invalids, WWI veterans, men who were
deemed unable to serve in military service
and largely the adolescents from the Hitler
Youth who formed the bulk of the ranks in
the Volkssturm.

A war cannot simply be won
with words
Despite Hitler’s fervent call to rally the
German population to arms, a war cannot
be won through exquisite plans on paper
and inspiring words. The Volkssturm were
inferiorly trained due to a lack of instructors
and the destruction of many military
institutions across Greater Germany. The
situation was so bad, that many were only
able to fire his first shot in actual warfare.
This was due also to the need to conserve
ammunition for the actual fighting, instead
of the training.They were also very poorly
equipped, because of the bombings on
German cities like Munich and Berlin,
many war factories were destroyed and
badly damaged, this ceased the production
and manufacturing of weaponry (firearms,
grenades)

and uniforms. Weapon caches were emptied out and
even camouflage uniforms (which are used in forested
terrain) were handed out to these urban fighting troops!
Even so, there was a lack of uniforms to go around.
Many had to turn up in their home clothes and donned
their paramilitary uniforms and some, even their train
conductor’s apparell which was grey (the same colour
as the Wehrmacht uniform). The Volkssturm did not
have a standardised uniform and there were often not
enough ammunition or guns to effectively arm the
militia. This drastically limited the combat capabilities
and incapacitated the Volkssturm from defending the
Third Reich from the unwavering advance of the Allied
forces. Looking from an external point of view, it is
slightly comedic that Hitler had dreamed of a six million
strong Volkssturm when Germany could not even arm
and equip a tenth of that number. Had the millions of
stormtroopers reported for duty, they would not be
enough equipment and weaponry, they would have
simply been futile to the Nazi cause.

	
  

German Fervor and Fanaticism
and an oath to “Him”
However, it is worth noting that the Nazi war
machine and it’s operators were good at one
thing. That is; brainwashing and the implanting
of fanaticism and fervour for the Third Reich
amongst the Germans. In their indoctrination,
the newly drafted members of the
Stormtroopers were made to swear a vow of
obedience and unconditional obedience and
submission to their Fuhrer, Adolf Hitler. They
were to lay their life for him and Germany. And
many, particularly the adolescents from the
Hitler Youth had long spent many nights
dreaming of the heroic and glorific battles
which were promised in summer camps in the
peaceful countryside in their childhood. The
combined unity and fanaticism of the
Volkssturm were able to amass (although not
the targeted 10,180 battalions - 6 million
strong) at least 900 battalions (420,000600,000 strong) to fight in the last few battles
of the European war theatre, such as the
Battle of Berlin and the defense of Königsberg,
both of which were large industrial German
cities with great importance, in both strategic
and symbolic aspects.. Although the
Volkssturm, without a doubt, were not the
most effective fighting force, many acts of
bravery like Ernst Tiburzy who destroyed 9
tanks inflicted many casualties on the Allied
forces, were able to inspire the dwindling
Germans and stall the push into Germany.
Such gallantry and heroism was utilised by
what little remained of the Nazi propaganda
machine to churn out extensive and overly
exaggerated stories to boost the hopes and
morale of the German people.

In addition, it is wise in considering that
the Volkssturm were fighting on their
territory and were deeply patriotic and
fervent towards Nazi war cause, as such
they were fighting valiantly and many
partly of fear of being captured and
tortured by the Red army, fought to their
last breath. It has been proven many
times in history that when an army fights
on home soil against invaders, their
morale and fighting ability is boosted,
such as the Russian resistance during
Napoleon’s invasion against Tsar
Alexander and the American civil war.

A middle aged
German
Volkssturm is
taught how to fire a
Panzerfaust
(German anti –
tank missle
launcher) in his
home clothes.
Many did not have
such a priveledge
and could only
watch from the
side. Many of had
their first time
trying in combat.

Every member of
the German
military service
had to swear an
oath to Hitler when
he joined

A screenshot
from the
movie,
“Untergang”,
where Hitler is
	
  
seen handing
out Iron
Crosses to
young
members of
the Volkssturm
after a small
skirmish with
the Allied
troops

During the final
days of the Battle
for Berlin, the
Volkssturm
surrendered as
they were
outmatched by the
Allies, many
surrendered to the
US and British
forces but out of
fear, many fought
to the death when
encountered by
the Russians

War Cries and a beating drum
rallies the men together - Morale
It can also be argued that the “reinforcement”
of the militia also gave the German army an
increase in numbers
and therefore were able to absorb the
casualties of the war as there were obviously
more soldiers that had to be killed by the
Russians. With the Volkssturm, German
generals of the Wehrmacht were able to
neutralise the devastating effect of being
outnumbered by the Russians on the eastern
front significantly.
The reinforcing Volkssturm which swelled the
ranks of the depleting Werhmarcht must have
been a welcoming sight for the men who had
been fighting the war and seeing their
comrades die day by day. It would have been
a significant morale booster to be supported
and reinforced by new groups of soldiers;
albeit their inexperience and lack of training.
This would have had an impact on raising the
morale of the troops fighting a losing battle on
both fronts as they enjoyed local superiority.

Put to the test
Weak would be an apt word to sum up the
battle effectiveness of the Volkssturm, their
training and physical condition were no match
to the seasoned grown and trained men sent
by the Allies. Being a militia, they also did not
have much combat experience and therefore
were bested by the Allied forces who were
trained soldiers and had higher levels of
training and had been fighting their way into
the heart of the Third Reich. Because of their
lesser and poorer training and combat
experience than the Allied soldiers they were
therefore often pushed back and defeated in

and defeated in armed confrontations with the
enemy. Their formations were battered
endlessly and day by day, the Volkssturm and
German Army collapsed - ultimately failing to
serve their sole purpose of defending the Third
Reich from the oncoming invasion of the Allied
forces.
Furthermore, the Volkssturm, as mentioned
previously, were on severe shortage of battle
equipment and were not properly armed to
fight effectively. This also played a large factor
in why the Volkssturm had a very inferior
combat effectiveness when compared to their
enemy, who had a steadier and more reliable
stream of supply and weaponry from their
homelands.
In addition, the old men and young boys were
simply not suited for combat, be it due to old
age, or level of naturedness, the Volkssturm
were made out of soldiers who were not meant
to be soldiers, therefore they were inferior as
compared to the Allied forces (Red Army).
The Volkssturm and what was left of the
Wehrmacht were desperate and were
vigorously defending the remaining cities of
Germany but they were crushed by the sheer
force and might of the Allied forces. They were
inferior in both combat prowess and
equipment, despite the fact that they were in
their homeland, there was indeed little that
could be done to push back the onslaught of

	
  

onslaught of the Allied forces as they closed in on the Reichstag.
They were unable to halt/ prevent the capture of Berlin by the Red army. Many were
captured or killed in the process of doing so. Due to the lack of uniforms and equipment, the
Volkssturm looked like a very ragged and inferior force and instead of raising the morale of
the Germans they often signified the dire state that their nation was in and forbade the close
of the war. Many Nazi Germans, who had strong beliefs in Adolf Hitler and his Third Reich
earlier in the war (when the war was going daintily and they were conquering large portions
of Europe), were able to see that the Volkssturm was a hasty and desperate attempt to stall
for more time and breathing space for the party’s leaders. The war was all but going the way
of the Nazis, and not only could the Allies see it, the Germans could too. Only Hitler was
shrouded in self - denial and still believed in the Volkssturm and its ability to revive the
crumbling Reich.
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Defibrillator of the Third Reich?
	
  
The tide of war turned for the Nazis and defeat
was inevitable the day the Allied forces secured a
beach head at Normandy D-Day, 1944 (or some
might argue after the Nazi surrender at Stalingrad,
1942). Although, the German people were able to
summon a sizeable militia and indoctrinated with
Nazi themes of death, transcendence, and
commemoration were given full play to encourage
the fight and embodying a resurgence in
enthusiasm and defiance to foreign occupation,
they were slighted and were at a major
disadvantage due to the lack of military
equipment, uniforms and weaponry to allow them
to engage in combat effectively. They were inferior
in number and combat effectiveness and was no
match against the enemy.
Although Adolf Hitler and his party leaders
envisioned 6 million men to serve under the
People’s militia, this number never sufficed and
instead only 420,000 to 600,000 men were
drafted. They did stall the onslaught of the
Russians and probably gave a fiercer resistance
than if they were not drafted and gave the Nazi
regime an extra few more days to breath and
could have gave them a little negotiating power in
their surrender. However, the outcome of the war
was, in my humble opinion, inevitable after the
successful D-day operation where the Allies
secured a beachhead and effectively invaded the
Third Reich. Although Adolf Hitler and his party
leaders envisioned 6 million men to serve under
the People’s militia, this number never sufficed
and instead only 420,000 to 600,000 men were
drafted.

However, they did stall the onslaught of the
Russians and probably gave a fiercer
resistance than if they were not drafted
and gave the Nazi regime an extra few
more days to breath and could have gave
them a little negotiating power in their
surrender. However, the outcome of the
war was, in my humble opinion, inevitable
after the successful D-day operation where
the Allies secured a beachhead and
effectively invaded the Third Reich. But
with the addition of the Volkssturm, the war
was slightly prolonged and also resulted in
more casualties for both sides.
Overall, the Volkssturm was definitely not
what Hitler had envisioned to be the savior
force of the Third Reich but rather served
as a factor which delayed the eventual
defeat of the Nazis, but in the process it
left many civilians, old men, and youth
dead, the latter of which would have been
essential in rebuilding Germany after the
devastating effects of WWII. Had the
Volkssturm been called upon earlier, better
trained and equipped, perhaps the war
could have went differently. The
Volkssturm could have been the final
solution to the crumbling Third Reich, the
defibrillator that was needed to revive the
fallen Nazi conquest, or rather, gave it
more time to develop it’s own nuclear
weapons which were in the makings of the
newer ‘V’ missiles.
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Was the Entente Cordiale adhered to in the interwar years?

F

rom history textbooks to documentaries,
during the interwar years of 1918-1938,
Britain and France have always been
mentioned in the same breath. Their
common goals included protecting their
democracies against Communism and
entering the World Wars together. Indeed,
this behavior seems to be justified by the
Entente Cordiale, granting a special
friendship between the two nations that has
lasted for over a century.
The Entente Cordiale was a series of
agreements signed by Britain and France in
8 April 1904, marking the start of their
alliance against Germany and the end of
strongly anti-French sentiment of the
Victorian Era. They agreed to recognize
each other’s dominion in their respective
colonies, while also guaranteeing diplomatic
support for each other. This was a nonbinding agreement, stopping short of a
military alliance. Any party was free to
violate it. Still, it is obvious that the common
interests and trust between Britain and
France have allowed this agreement to stay
firm for over a hundred years, held together
not just by mutual respect, but by mutual
distrust and mutual misunderstandings

of stopping further German belligerence
and stopping Communism enough for
them to put aside their differences? Or
will their mutual rivalry and historical
grudges come between them?
From the major historical events
highlighted, it will be very clear that
neither party adhered completely to the
Entente Cordiale. Britain was more
conciliatory and open to change,
remaining in “splendid isolation” across
the English Channel, whereas France,
sharing a land border with Germany,
saw Britain’s repeated disregard of her
security needs insensitive.

I chose to prove through this research paper
that Britain and France were not entirely
friendly with one another in the interwar
years. The notion that is often perpetrated is
that just because France and Britain were

both Western democracies and fought
alongside in WWI, that their foreign policy
was always similar. Was the common goal

Source A:

Source A:

A cartoon
commenting on the
Entente Cordiale
from a German
perspective, Britain
is seen here
walking off with
the prostitute
France, turning his
back on Germany.

•

What does this

Source say about
German attitudes
to the Entente?

overseas empires, Britain and France
signed the Entente Cordiale.

Source B:
However, what I want to explain with this
essay is the “hows” and “whys” at the times
when the foreign policies of Britain and
France diverged, rather than a simple “yes”
or “no.”

The Entente Cordiale
From medieval times, France and Britain
had been long-time rivals vying for
dominance over the European continent
and overseas colonies. After the dust of the
Napoleonic Wars settled, Francophiles in
England and Anglophiles in France began
spreading a mutual interest in the culture of
the country across the English channel.
Anglo-French rivalry shifted away from
direct military confrontation to competition in
the economic sphere.

Historically Britain engaged in “balance of
power” politics, remaining isolationist
(“splendid isolation”) and not making any
alliances to the mainland. British foreign
policy revolved around not taking any sides,
intervening when one power got too strong.
Germany, in 1904 possessed the most
powerful land army in the world. Britain, to
whom maintaining a powerful navy to
defend her colonies was a necessity, began
to see Germany as a bigger threat than her
longtime rival France. United by a desire to
control this new threat and consolidate their

Entering the World Wars, the relations
between the two countries involved a
somewhat apprehensive Britain
motivated by a sense of honor to uphold
the Entente Cordiale. The Entente was
as much a promise upheld by honor as
an opportunity for Britain to safeguard
herself against the German threat. Pride
played a factor in this relationship, if
Britain did not help France and engage
in a “big war”, it would mean “her
abdication as an independent state”.
The two powers entered the war as
allies, which made it easier for them to
keep an eye on each other.

• Source B:
A cartoon from the
British magazine
Punch, August
1911. Caption
reads:

GERMANY:
“Donnerwetter! It's
rock. I thought it
was going to be
paper."

A Twenty Year Armistice
Although both parties agreed on
exacting harsh punishment on the
defeated Germany after World War I, it
was clear that France was taking a
tougher stance. France had forced the
War Guilt Clause upon Germany to
justify massive reparations. On top of
paying for damages during the war,
Germany had to pay for all war
expenses of the winning parties. Britain
still was willing to offer concessions in
the hopes that Germany would become
a peaceable trading partner.

This was completely impossible and
unacceptable to France, who even
aimed to dissolve the Reich, breaking
Germany up into independent Frenchaligned states to further cripple her.
France also sought to annex or control
the industrially important Rhineland and
Luxembourg, possibly making her the
dominant powers in Western Europe.

British aims were to establish a balance
of power that prevented one nation from
becoming dominant and posing a threat
to her. France’s further humiliation of
Germany was only destroying any hope
of democratic, responsible government
at her helm. Excessive reparations,
while favoured by British public opinion

•

What does

Source B say about
British
expectations of the
Entente?

• War Guilt
Clause:
A clause in the
Treaty Of Versailles
requiring
“Germany [to]
accept the
responsibility of
Germany and her
allies for causing all
the loss and
damage", which
humiliated the
German people
greatly.

and insisted on by both parties at the Paris
Peace Conference, were later seen as
impediments to Anglo-German trade. To
France, security against a future German
invasion, by reducing Germany’s economic
potential and population to a point where it
could never overpower France, was the top
priority. Britain was naive in not
acknowledging the German threat and
instead advocating leniency.

excise duties which while not specifically
directed at imports, still restricted trade.
Due to this misinterpretation, the British
viewed the French as incorrigibly
protectionist. Appearances played a
deciding factor in this tenuous pairing,
and the two nations have misread each
other’s intentions countless times.

Key Players:
Bear in mind that when the war broke out in
1914 Britain and France had been allies for
a decade and enemies for a century. Britain
accepted France's claims to AlsaceLorraine but opposed any further expansion.
She did not want the German threat to be
replaced by a French one.

Arthur Balfour memorably said that the
French “were so dreadfully afraid of being
swallowed up by the tiger, but would spend
their time poking it.” France wanted greater
British cooperation with matters of the
European continent, but Britain did not fully
comprehend how intimately its fate was
connected with the mainland. Britain saw
her cooperation in French matters as solely
altruistic and generous, a dangerously
arrogant stance that led to further friction in
the relationship.

Misperceptions
After the war and through the 1920s, the
International Chamber of Commerce began
reversing trade protections from the war.
However, this matter soon gave rise to
greater tensions between Britain and
France, over the latter’s sharp increase in
protectionist and France-favouring trade
behavior. The British saw themselves as
exemplars of free trade, and was reluctant
to part with pre-war bilateral trade
agreements that favoured herself.

In reality, France had not become more selfcentered than before the war, or even more
protectionist than Britain. It only seemed
that way because she implemented a
general tariff in response to raised prices.
Britain only seemed more liberal due to her
implementation of a range of tariffs such as

French Foreign Secretary,
Pierre Etienne Flandin. He
sought to shift the onus of
France’s inaction onto British
shoulders.
British Prime Minister, Stanley
Baldwin. He claimed that
Britain lacked the resources to
intervene in the Rhineland
crisis

•

Perfidious
Albion:
An Anglophobic
pejorative phrase
used to describe
the failure of the
British
government to
keep to their
promises and
obligations, or
their use of
underhanded
diplomatic tactics.

• Excise Duties:

Perfidious Albion
The British were traditionally reluctant to
make any foreign policy guarantees on
the European continent, with even
Locarno seen by some British politicians
as too much of a burden. In fact, the
violation of Locarno by Hitler’s
remilitarization of the Rhineland was
seen as just Germany walking into “their
own backyard”. Germany was behaving
in a completely reasonable manner.
Clearly, British opinion was rather
sympathetic to Germany.

Inland taxes on
goods sold within
a country, as
opposed to custom
duties which are
taxes on
importation.

Think:
In return for appeasing Germany, Britain
could cut a deal with Germany regarding
the Air Pact, the equivalent of the Naval
Agreement. At this low point in the
relations between the countries, Britain
put French relations aside for secret
dealings with a past enemy, breaking the
Treaty of Versailles. They justified this by
calling the Air Pact a “general settlement”
for the “return to the normality of the
twenties” and called for French “restraint”.

Did France stand
to gain as much
as Britain did
from the Entente?

This caused no small amount of outrage
across the Channel. Apparently
appeasement was not as palatable when it
involved France’s own land. But when
France crucially needed to act against
Hitler’s risky gamble, she experienced
crippling political instability and economic
crisis. The military and parliament took turns
pushing the responsibility of the Rhineland
Crisis to each other. They would not act
without a British guarantee. France needed
British reinforcements for a sustained war
against Germany, and if French defense of
Belgium fell Britain faced the possibility of
German air raids.

In March 1936 the British government
vaguely issued a guarantee to France and
promised Anglo-French staff talks. Given
the fact that mobilization was not an option
given France’s economic situation, it was
better than nothing. This simple statement
bound Britain by a great moral weight.
Despite economic rivalry and fears of being
overtaken, Britain and France had to
collaborate eventually in the Central
European Crisis.

Friend Or Foe?
Source C:
"There is no contractual obligation. But the
Entente has been made, strengthened, put
to the test and celebrated in a manner
justifying the belief that a moral bond was
being forged...our duty and our interest will
be seen to lie in standing by France...

philosophy behind the Entente was “keep
your friends close and your enemies
closer”. Also contributing to the
adherence to the Entente was the moral
obligation of such an agreement.

Britain saw herself as a world power with
matters of the mainland secondary to that
of the colonies. To the French, that was
dangerously narrow-minded. In turn,
Britain saw repeated French demands for
greater security against Germany
unrealistic and counter-productive. The
two countries were very much in
disagreement and their perceptions of
each other led to much friction in their
relationships. In short, the practice of
considering Britain and France as a pair
is only applies in describing matters of
ideology. True, they were both
democratic and anti-Communist, but
upon closer scrutiny of their respective
foreign policy priorities and preceding
history, the relationship between the two
is a lot more tumultuous.

Further Study
Erik Goldstein, The First World War Peace
Settlements: 1919-1925 ( Pearson
Education 2002 )
Alan Sharp et. al, Anglo-French Relations in
the Twentieth Century: Rivalry and
Cooperation
Martin Kitchen, Europe Between The Wars
(Pearson Education Limited 1988, 2000)

It would be too much for anyone to expect a
country to completely adhere to a nonbinding treaty such as the Entente Cordiale,
especially in the chaotic times of interbellum.
The Entente Cordiale was agreed upon as a
deterrent against German expansionism.
However, once Germany was defeated, the
enmity between Britain and France began to
resurface. Rather than a focus on peace,
the Entente Cordiale’s function was to
ensure a balance of power on continental
Europe, with no power getting too dominant.
It seemed, to some degree, that the guiding

Christopher Harvie and HCG Matthew,
Ninteenth Century Britain: A Very Short
Introduction ( Oxford University Press Inc,
New York 2000 )

•

Source C:

A quote from Eyre
Crowe regarding
the July Crisis,
1914

What incentives
were there for the
countries to
remain in the
Entente Cordiale?

Two Wars, One
Meaning

How similar were the causes
of World War One and World
War Two?
Justin Yip

Key Notes
1. Study Source A:
Why do you think
the Germans took
part in the Naval
Race?--------------------------

Source A:
Gun-shop
producing main
turrets for German
Ships in 1906

World War One and World War Two
were drastic events that took place
in the earlier 20th century. The first
occurring in 1914, and the second in
1939, both wars impacted the World
greatly, forming a huge role in history
today. Events prior to each War, be it
the course of both Wars themselves,
a study of the main figureheads
leading the wars, the intelligence of
politicians and the military control in
different nations have often been
questioned
in
terms
of
their
similarities.
---A platform for discussion and
comparison
of
the
similarities
between both Wars will be provided
through this essay. It will explore and

provide a platform to compare the First
and Second World Wars, through their
causes compared: Alliances, War
Hatred
and
German
Aggression
between both Wars, to show that the
causes leading up to both World Wars
were very similar.

German Aggression
Before the First World War, Kaiser
Wilhelm II led Germany in an
aggressive manner, preparing its
military through a Naval Race, where
Germany increased the scale of its
naval warfare. This sparked fear
amongst France, Russia and Britain.
Britain reacted by intensifying its naval

1

tonnage, building many more Navy
warships. Britain soon allied with France
in 1902 through the Entente Cordiale,
and Russia in 1907 through the AngloRussian Entente. The Triple Entente was
formed, where after this War was more
than welcome, sparking the First World
War
soon
after.
---Before World War Two, Hitler’s foreign
policy led Germany to remilitarize its
Rhineland.
Germany
was
slowly
reclaiming what it had lost through the
Treaty of Versailles. It had an Anschluss
with Austria in 1938, where Hitler led his
army into Austria and took control.
Czechoslovakia’s
Sudetenland,
followed by the whole country soon
after, was ceded to Germany in 1939.
Germany finally captured Poland in
1939, which caused Britain and France
to respond by waging war on
Germany. It was deemed impossible
for Hitler to stop German expansionism
any longer. This meant that both wars
were extremely similar in the motive of
Germany involved in the tension and
fear leading up to both wars. They
were sparked off by German ambition
for expansion, leading to conflicts and
tension. For example, Germany was
classified as an aggressor to Britain in
World War One, dragging France and
Russia into World War One through the
Triple Alliance. The tension had begun
from the agenda of Germany to
expand.

Alliances
Alliances were prominent during the
course and before both World War
One and Two. These alliances were
what caused the Wars to become
widespread. It is necessary to identify
the existence of alliances built up
between both wars, which dragged in
more and more countries into each
war, beginning from a local conflict.
---In World War One, the Entente
Cordiale and Triple Alliance proved
the formation of alliances between

countries in the search for security,
preparing themselves for imminent
War. Austria-Hungary was tied up with
Germany and Italy in the TripleAlliance, while Russia was tied up with
France and Britain in the Triple Entente.
Source B:
Map showing
the system of
alliances during
World War One

WORLD WAR ONE

In World War Two, a more open system
of the search for security could be
seen. Alliances were even more
obvious than during World War One.
Germany allied with Italy in the RomeBerlin Axis Pact of 1936, which
eventually grew to become the
Tripartite Pact in 1940, which included
Japan. The Axis Powers were formed,
which was eventually fought back by
the Allied Power that consisted of
Britain and France, including Russia and
USA during the course of the War.
---The alliances played the role of ropes
being “tied” around the countries in an
active alliance. This dragged one
conflict between two countries into a
full-scale World War. In World War One,
Austria-Hungary waged war on Serbia
in 1914 due to its ambitions in the
Balkan regions of Europe, giving itself
an excuse through accusing the

2. Study Sources
B and C:
Why do you think
the alliances are
formed in such
groups? Is there
a personal
agenda in
countries
forming alliances
in such close
proximity?

Source C:
Map showing the
system of
alliances during
World War Two
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assassination of Archduke Franz
Ferdinand on Serbia, leading to
Russia mobilizing its army, Germany
defending
Austria-Hungary
by
waging War on Russia, France
waging War on Germany and finally
Britain
against
Germany.
This
showed exactly how one War led to
another in World War One. In World
War Two, once Germany had
waged war on Poland in 1939, both
Britain and France waged war on
Germany.
This clearly showed and proved
how the alliance system in both wars
ended up in causing a Global war
from one conflict, with treaties
dragging countries into war. Thus,
alliances did play a part in both
wars, being a similarity between the
causes of both wars.

War Hatred
Germany had previously defeated
France in the Franco-Prussian War of
1871, with Germany taking over
Paris, the Capital of France. This
spurred the hatred of France
towards
Germany,
which
contributed
greatly
to
France
declaring war on Germany in World
War One, after Germany had
waged war on Russia during the July
Crisis. The First World War ended off
with the Treaty of Versailles, which
was the revenge of France. After
the wreck of World War One,
Germany, bankrupted by the harsh
reparations turned to Fascism, which
was led by Adolf Hitler. The Treaty of
Versailles, signed on 28 June 1919,
subjected
Germany
to
harsh
consequences from a war they
thought they were winning. France
had battled Germany on its own
ground, and this fueled its hatred for
Germany. The armistice between
Germany and France was signed on
11 November 1918, ending the War.
However, it seemed that the
conditions over the Treaty of

Versailles were forced
upon Germany. It was
described to be more
of a diktat, as though
she was ordered. She
had to accept the very
harsh “punishments” in
order to restore peace
relations with the west.
The hatred from the
Germans
over
this
Treaty
was
accumulated and over
byline
time,
sparked
a
Lorem Ipsum
comeback
from
Germany when She
was strong once again.
The existence of World
War Two proved this.
Source D:
Even Hitler was only an individual
'Peace and future
that represented German hatred
cannon fodder' - a
towards the West through his
cartoon of 1920 by
actions, spearheading the conflict.
the Australian artist
The Treaty was clearly unfair towards
Will Dyson. 'The
Germany as an act of revenge and
Tiger' was a
subjugation, especially by France.
nickname for
Britain was less affected and thus
Clemenceau.
voted for a smaller reparation
amount than France. Every country Study Source D.
was only there for its own benefit, What does this tell
and not for peace, since each you about the
country only wanted its own share of Treaty of Versailles?
reparations
according
to
the
damage
dealt
to
them. Study Source E.
---War Hatred definitely had a huge Why do you think
impact in shaping both World Wars. Hitler wrote this?
The Franco-Prussian War fueled How would this
World War One that ended with the benefit him?
Treaty of Versailles, and this Treaty
led up to World War Two through the Source E: Hitler’s
hatred of Germany towards the
thoughts about the
West, for what she suffered.
Treaty of Versailles
in his book, “Mein
Kampf”.
Not all of the causes of both World
Wars were similar. Diplomacy and its
'And so it had all
blunders or plans played a huge
been in vain. In
part in explaining the causes of both
vain all the
sacrifices and privations; in vain the hours in which, with
mortal fear clutching at our hearts, we nevertheless did
our duty; and in vain the death of two millions who died.’

Aliquam
dolor.

Diplomacy
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World Wars. In fact, it was
completely opposite between World
War
One
and
Two.
In World War One, due to the
Diplomatic Failures of the July Crisis
in 1914, once the Archduke Franz
Ferdinand,
of
Sarajevo
was
assassinated, events of the World
took a spin around and escalated
into the First World War. The build up
to the First World War was in fact
very short compared to the one in
World War Two. Austria-Hungary
waged war on Serbia, and in a week
Britain and France were against
Germany, which waged war on
Russia. The events all happened
concurrently.
---In World War Two, through Hitler’s
Foreign Policy, it took 5 years just for
the Second World War to break out.
Throughout the Five Years the events
that happened were carefully
manipulated by Hitler, leading Britain
and France to wage war on
Germany.
Germany
had
an
Anschluss with Austria, taking over
Czechoslovakia, challenging the
Treaty
of
Versailles
through
remilitarizing Germany’s Rhineland
and finally waging war on Poland.
---Appeasement finally gave way
when
it
was
concluded
as
unfeasible in 1939, where Britain and
France waged war on Germany.
This proves that Diplomacy was

indeed more impactful in fueling
World War Two, compared to World
War One, and with World War One
being the one caused by faults and
World War Two sparked off by
careful yet deadly Diplomacy
through
Adolf
Hitler.

Final Comparison
Both Wars were indeed very similar
from their roots and causes. It is
evident that the similarities between
both World Wars are in fact potential
causes of future wars. War Hatred,
Agendas of Nations and the
formation
of
Alliances
would
inevitably lead to War. On the other
hand, Diplomacy alone cannot
argue that the causes between
World Wars One and Two were more
different than similar, since it does
not play a huge role in instigating a
Global War. Therefore, in conclusion,
the causes of World War One and
World War Two were completely
similar.

Source F:
Austrians saluting
Hitler as he
marches into
Austria with his
Army, during the
Anschluss with
Austria in in 1938

4. Study Source F:
Do you think that
Adolf Hitler had
handled his
Diplomacy well?

“The Imperial German Navy”, accessed 19 March,
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Fall Of An Empire
The Decline of Imperial China

Key Concepts

How did a mighty empire fell to the brim of colonization?

A

Think about this

At which point was decline most
evident? What was the main
reason for decline? What could
have been done at certain points
to change the course of decline?

s many readers would know, China
is a leading economy in the world
which is rapidly growing and gradually matching up to the US. Majority of
readers would recognise that China wasn’t
a dominant economy decades ago during
the world wars and was rather laid-back.
However, perhaps only some would have
knowledge of that China was once the
most powerful country in the world.
She was an united empire with very
advanced economy which exported silk,
tea, porcelain, and many other luxury
goods that many in the world desired. She
had armies that outnumbers any other
countries by ridiculous margins as well
as a tribute system that represented her
superiority to the world. When she went
into the nineteenth century, there were
little reasons for any Chinese to imagine
that their culture and traditions would be
shaken to it’s very roots and might never
recover. In order to explain this dynastic decline, reasons for the unpredicted
decline would be introduced in the essay
along with elaborations to support the
argument that China was facing adverse
changes that lead to her decline.

Technological Stagnancy

During Emperor Qianlong’s reign, China
welcomed an age of prosperity.However, it was also in this period, the mid
eighteenth century, that Qianlong began
to face pressure from the west. From as
early as 1793, the west had already been
sending embassy missions to China as the
earliest form of formal interactions between Great Britain and Imperial China.
One of such missions was the Macartney
Embassy, of which George Macartney
lead his envoy to negotiate and convince
Emperor Qianlong to ease restrictions on
trade between the two countries. George
Mccartney’s efforts failed without doubt.
Some believed that his failure was for
that he stubbornly refused to kowtow to
the Emperor, while others like me theorizes that it was because of the Emperor’s
unmeasurable ego was essentially the last
straw that broke the camel’s back. Emperor Qianlong even wrote a letter to King
George III exclaiming his disapproval and
referred the westerners as “barbarians”,
with a standard imperial signoff. It clearly
shows that the Emperor took the King as
merely one of his subjects and demanded
for his allegiance. With no need of any
speculation, the Mission had came to the
worst results. Qianlong had worldviews
that were utterly different with the west,
the former entrenched in the ideal that
China is the “Central Kingdom” and the
latter pushed for

Chi HongHui

Timeline

1736: Reign of Qian
Long.
1793: Lord Macartney’s
(England) embassy is
unsuccessful.
1816: Lord Amherst of
England’s embassy is
unsuccessful.
1839: Lin Zexcu is made
commissioner in
Canton.Opium imported by Britain is burned
1839: The First Opium War.
1850: Taipeng Rebellion
1851: Xian Feng is emperor.
1856: Anglo-French War (The
Second Opium War).
1875: Guang Xu is emperor.
1838: Cixi (Tz’u Hsi), empress
dowager.
1894: Sino-Japanese War.
1898: Hundred Day’s Reform.
1898: Boxer Rebellion.
1905: Traditional Civil Service
System ends.

Emperor QianLong: The 6th
emperor of the Qing Dynasty, 4th son of YongZheng
Emperor and adbicated on
8 February 1796 in favor of
his son, JiaQing Emperor
Dynasty: A sequence of rulers considered as members
of the same family

MacCartney
requests emperor
QianLong to open
trade and kneels
instead of KowTow, The MacCartney Embassy, 1793

“landlock”: Criticism for
China restricting their own
trade by being enclosed
internally.
Rent-Seeking: The spending
of wealth on political lobbying to increase one’s share
of existing wealth without
creating wealth
Sino-Japanese Wars: A term
for the two wars fought
between Qing Dynasty and
Meiji Japan in which Meiji
Japan obtained victory.
Industrialization: A period
of social and economic
change that transforms
a human group from an
agrarian society to an industrial society
“Our dynasty’s majestic virtue
has penetrated unto every country under heaven, and Kings of
all nations have offered their
costly tribute by land and sea.
As your ambassador can see for
himself, we possess all things. I
set no value on objects strange
or ingenious, and have no use
for your country’s manufactures.
I decree that your request is
refused and that the trade shall
be limited to . [GuangZhou] “
-Emperor Qianlong ‘s
Decree 1793

more trade opportunities. The empire had
such a long period of denial and enforced
ignorance, that the Emperor did not even
know the geographical location of the
greatest world power then, Great Britain!
Such differences and ignorance between
the two led to worsening ties, and eventually China’s closed door policy to industrialization and foreign trade.This lockdown
in relations led to technological stagnance
as China drifted further and further away
from industrialization. China has “landlocked” herself. The Chinese saw European inventions as useless dirt, unlike
the japanese, who took the opportunity
and defeated China soon after, in the
Sino-Japanese wars. Although it is true
that there were techbologies exhibited by
the chinese, it was not placed in good uses
as gunpowders in the chinese hands was
used for fireworks while in the westerners
hands it became deadly representations of
destruction. “If you had the best ox-cart
on the road, it will do fine till lorries come
along” . This is an analogy that pictures
up how it was, especially when the degree
of industrialization proved to be crucial in
deciding the political stands of countries
in the world wars that dawned later.

Corruption

Since the Ming Dynasty, corruption and
rent-seeking behaviors got progressively
worse. The stagnation might have been
due to overwhelming corruption. Officials
possessed ridiculous powers in terms of
status which allowed them to gather unbelievable riches. This “legal” abuse of

power unfortunately made the rich
fundamentally resistant to changes, such
as industrialization which young Emperor GuangXu strongly encouraged.
Since the Ming Dynasty, corruption
and rent-seeking behaviors got progressively worse. The stagnation might have
been due to overwhelming corruption.
Officials possessed ridiculous powers in
terms of status which allowed them to
gather unbelievable riches. This “legal”
abuse of power unfortunately made the
rich fundamentally resistant to changes,
such as industrialization which young
Emperor GuangXu strongly encouraged.
Rent-seeking also subjected the Chinese
population to an extremely high tax
burden for the vast majority of the people. In my opinion, this strongly restrict
innovation as peasants find themselves
struggling for basic survival, not being

•

•

•

Key Points

Rent-Seeking subjected the
chinese population to excessive
tax and leaves them with little
to survive on.
Most of the officials are resistant to changes which will
significantly strip them of their
powers/
Pick pocketing from public
funds meant for the people
caused more poverty and suffering.

able to afford time on any form of creations.
The officials monopolized many industries
for selfish profits, which strongly restricted
competition and development as few could
stand up to their wrath to compete with
them without offering gold. In those times,
officials even had execution rights. Corruption was so evident during Qing rule, that
many resorted to spending taels of silver on
gifts and precious presents to bribe officials
who took care of appointing officials. Prices
were being placed on these positions, and
palace eunuch became a ridiculously wealthy
occupation just for the fact they controlled
access into the court. An apparent figure
that drove corruption was Empress Dowager
Cixi. CiXi was power hungry, and opposed to
the tradition that ladies are born to be meek.
She took power from the young Emperor and
made a mess of everything. Her regressive
beliefs and complacency was supported by
officials who ignored the cries of sufferings of
the people and enjoyed behind their walls of
riches, delightfully unaware of western threats.
Officials “pickpocketed” -more like plundering
directly- from every fund they could find, a
fine example being the absence of funds meant
for flood mitigation. Flood victims never got
to see the government aid promised to them,
and most suffered terribly from famines.Their
spendings were also overly luxurious and
irresponsible, eroding the economic foundations built by early emperors. Other empress
dowagers before Cixi had only 12 maids, while
she had more than 20. She accepted bribes and
selfishly placed her relatives in high positionsregardless of their capabilities- to achieve
total control of the court. These officials even
formed a empress dowager’s party, which pretty much placed young GuangXu under surveillance, restricting his powers. Though being
bright and prescient, GuangXu had too few
that would support him. In 1898, GuangXu
led his reform-minded supporters to launch
the Hundred Days’ Reform, a movement that
pursued industrialization, modernization and
ideological changes, but this Coup d’etat was
condemned and snuffed out by conservatives
opponents led by Cixi. Emperor GuangXu
was being thrown immediately under house
arrest till he died in the four walls that locked
him for decades. If anything has to be said,
GuangXu was a possible turning point in the
Chinese History, and he might have been a

great figure, if not for Cixi’s dominance. He was young, weak and
terrified, but had always wanted to
modernize and reform the deteriorating Imperial System. It could be
said that his life was a tragedy, and
Cixi’s corruption destroyed the last
beacon of hope. With the Emperor
out of the way, Cixi “unknowingly”
continued to lead Qing into destruction. In truth, in any bureaucracy, there is sure to be a certain
extent of corruption. But when
corruption was institutionalized so
deeply, it became a deadly flaw that
lead to decline.

Confucianism

Confucianism is a system of philosophical and ethical teachings
founded by Confucius. Confucius
was a dominant and revered philosophy figure that many Chinese
regarded as the most distinguished
teacher in the Chinese history.
Confucianism can be seen as a form
of unwritten religion to the Chinese
during the imperial era, and is still
being practiced today in modern
China. Confucianism upholds and
preaches benevolence, responsibil-

Monopoly: The exclusive
control of a commodity or
service in a particular market that makes possible the
manipulation of prices
Empress Dowager: A term
used to address the mother of a Chinese, Japanese,
Korean or Vietnamese
Emperor.
Hundred Days Reform:
A failed 104 day nothinal cultural, political and
educational reform movement launched by Emperor
GuangXu and his supporters.
Coup d’etat: The sudden
deposition of a government
to despose established
government and replacing
it with a new ruling body.
Also known as putsch or
overthrow

Empress Dowager CiXi 1861-1908

Four Great Inventions
of Ancient China,
Compass, Paper making, Gunpowder and
Printing (from top to
bottom)
Five Relationships: According to Confucius, each
person had a specific role in
society and certain duties to
fufill, and should follow the
five principal relationships:
•
Ruler and subject
•
Father and Son
•
Elder and Younger
•
Husband and Wife
•
Friend and Friend
Note that all except last involves authority of one over
another
Mandate of Heaven: The
right to rule claimed by
ancient chinese rulers and
supposedly bestowed by
heaven, which gifts the
authority of a just ruler

ity and reciprocity in relationships. It
also states that superiors should be a role
model and inspire others below him to
do good, and they must change themselves internally before they challenge to
change the world. So if it Confucianism
is for such noble cause, then the question
that many would have at this point in the
essay would be, what does it have to do
with the decline of China? The truth is,
it did, and it is the most impactful factor
in my opinion that subjected China to
decline. Confucianism stresses on many
concepts, but the one that contributed to
the decline was the concept of Li (礼). Li
is a concrete guide to social relationships
and orders which contains the famous
Five Relationships that shaped the way
things should be in social life. It instills
the idea of superiors and subordinates
in the Chinese, and there can only be
superior and subordinates, nothing in
between. It made the people absolutely
conform authorities. Confucianism is
strictly against defiance, and expects all
to obey their superior, even if it meant to
believe blindly. Even if your parents are
wrong, even if your teachers are wrong,
even if the Emperor is wrong, there is
no tolerance for questioning. This alone
hinders creativity. Confucianism also
introduced Mandate of Heaven whereby it
encouraged people to gather together and
overthrow the emperor if he was despotic,
corrupted or otherwise. The Mandate of
Heaven was passed on numerous times
witnessed by the dynastic changes, but the
results wereapparent: how sure can one be
that the new ruler is better? The Mandate
of Heaven can be said as gambling with

Further Studies and Readings

Ranbir Vohra, China’s path to modernization: A Historical review from 1800 to the
present
Mark C. Elliott , Emperor Qianlong: Son of
Heaven, Man of the World
X.L Woo, Empress dowager Cixi; China’s
Last Dynasty and the Long Reign of a Formidable COncubine
Nancy E. Park, The Journal of Asian Studies
Vol 56 No. 4,

the future of imperial China at stake, and
eventually the pin wheel settled on the
Qing dynasty, which ended the rule of
the mighty empire. Confucianism was so
deeply engraved in the people that hardly
any questioned its flaws and as time had
told, although confucianism was a symbol
of culture and belief of the chinese, its
dominance made the people to be too
busy “improving themselves” rather than
striving for development, so this unshakeable mindset influenced of pursuing
for stability eventually made China to
lag behind her competitors and lose her
stand in the world that centered around
technology.

Conclusion

The decline of imperial China was caused
by several contributors, both internal
and external. Various wrong decisions
in the flow of history intertwined together and slowly pushed the Chinese
to a devastating decline that the Chinese
never thought of. If the wrong threads
were amended in the earlier times when
chances were presented to the chinese, the
situation could have been a much different scene. As dynasty changed, emperors
became weaker, corruption spread like
never before, military struggled and the
economy took a fall that crippled any
form of advances.Many countries that
were once subordinate to her turned
away, the tributary system ceased to exist
and she find herself lost in the technological era. The people were left with inflation, ridiculous tax that were beyond their
shrinking earnings, famine and all sorts
of sufferings. If the tragic fact has to be
said, although the Chinese had a strong
and glorious foundation built tirelessly over centuries, the latter generations
did the opposite, sacrificing the efforts
of early emperors for lavished lifestyles
and paid the price, which was too overwhelming for any form of restoration.
By the time they realized, it was too late
and the dynasty was far out on the road
to decline. As a matter of fact, the Qing
Dynasty night had collapsed right after
the catastrophic Taiping Rebellion, but
the western powers kept it running to
prevent the rise of a stronger dynasty, and
hence the extreme measures taken by the
communists to fix the mess in order to
pave the road to revolution.

Reeve Tham

How similar or
different were
Hitler and Stalin
(in terms of
rule/leadership/
decisions)?

HitlerStalin
vs
One of the most important aspects of

their similarity is their governing/
leadership methods. Other than that
other aspects will also be explored
namely, their similar extremely violent
methods, their similar upbringing and
background. Lastly, another argument
on the issue that I will be considering
will be the Military in both Germany
and the Soviet Union.

Can you think of
any other way Hitler
and Stalin are the
same?

One assumption that would be made
about this topic from the start would be
the fact that Hitler and Stalin were both
known to be great leaders in History
and they were also known to be very
dictatorial in their leadership. Hitler
joined the Nazi Party before he became a prominent figure and during
that time he was dissatisfied with the
way Germany was led. Hitler also

viewed the nation of Germany and
Germans to be the superior race. He
sought to maintain order in Germany in
a time where there was little order after
the Great Depression. However, despite being a respectable leader to the
Germans, his methods lacked morals
(as seen during the holocaust where
he was responsible for the death of 6
million Jews). Also, Hitler was definitely
a great speaker (as he managed to
convince the German population to
support him despite not having many
connections when he first join the Weimar political scene). However, despite
all this he did not have a strong relationship with many of his followers; he
gained most of his support by his charisma alone. Similar to Hitler, Stalin also sought to keep the then Soviet Union in order despite their poverty.

Source A

Like Hitler, Stalin also ruled with
an iron fist, being very vicious in
some of his methods, leading to
many executions during the time
of his service. These executions
led to widespread fear in the Soviet Union at that time, even leading to friends and family betraying
one another to escape the death
penalty. However, unlike Hitler,
Stalin was not such a great
speaker; he depended greatly on
actions more than talk (The
Purge). Things that he did included rewards for good behaviour, execution
(stated above) and also many propaganda posters. Hitler and Stalin’s vicious
methods led to them being viewed as tyrants.
Backgrounds
Both Hitler and Stalin came from very
similar backgrounds. They both came
from poor families that could not really
afford to properly groom them (provide
them with the proper life skills such as
education). Hitler came from a family with
a strict and brutal father that was shorttempered; his mother on the other hand
was overly supportive of him. During his
time in school, he was identified by the
teachers to be bad-tempered and lacking
control (first signs of his father’s influence
on him). Hitler also refused to submit to
school discipline and was lazy. Later on,
his mother indirectly caused him to have
insufficient education (because his mother supported him when he decided to quit
school). Without qualification he was not
able to achieve his dream as an artist and
with the loss of his mother later on when
he was 18, he was stranded. This later
forced him into the army for a better life.
This was the hardship that Hitler went
through in the earlier part of his life. Stalin, similar to Hitler, came from a poor
family, his father was a cobbler and his
mother was a peasant. During his childhood his parents had many disagreements, one of this disagreements was
concerning Stalin’s future, whether he
would become a labourer or a priest. In

Photo taken in the
Coral School in the
Lambach Monastery in 1899, Adolf
Hitler is in the upper raw second
since the right.
HARRY SCHULZE WILDE Private Collection.

the end, Stalin’s mother prevailed and got
him into a seminary. He became an excellent student (unlike Hitler) and had a
scholarship. Leading to his exposure to
Marxism in the seminary he was posted
to, eventually he turned to very radical
forms of Marxism. These backgrounds,
were tough (and during their childhood,
they lacked direction) and this led to Hitler and Stalin both becoming very strong
willed people, and this gave them the
drive to get to a level where they could be
in control and that only by achieving this
could they not allow other citizens in their
country to suffer as they did. So these
backgrounds in turn led to both Hitler and
Stalin to very Radical forms of political
ideology which would eventually influence
them so strongly, that they too became
radical leaders.
Military
Other than the above stated points of argument, the Military in both the countries
of Germany and the Soviet Union can
also be considered as

Source B

Stalin as a boy

Source C
Picture of The Nazi Army,
the Wehrmacht, between
1935-1945

Wehrmacht the unified armed
forces of Germany , consisting
of the Heer (army),
the Kriegsmarine (navy) and
the Luftwaffe (air force).

Source D
In the second half of the
twentieth century, Americans were taught to see
both Nazi Germany and
the Soviet Union as the
greatest of evils. Hitler was
worse, because his regime
propagated the unprecedented horror of the Holocaust, the attempt to eradicate an entire people on
racial grounds. Yet Stalin
was also worse, because
his regime killed far, far
more people—tens of millions,
it
was
often
claimed—in the endless
wastes of the Gulag.
http://www.nybooks.com/
blogs/nyrblog/2011/jan/27/
hitler-vs-stalin-who-wasworse/, Timothy Snyder,
Hitler vs. Stalin: Who Was
Worse? , January 27,
2011, 3:30 p.m.

another factor of comparison. At
that time, there was a strong emphasis on a strong military power in
the country and men in those countries were often encouraged to join
the military, as doing so was considered honorary. Other than this
the militaries in both countries were
also controlled solely by the state
leader (being Hitler and Stalin).
Adding on to this, many of the military leaders who were under Hitler
were loyal to only their state leaders
and these leaders were also chosen
personally by the state leaders. As
such they (Hitler and Stalin) had
great influence on the military, as
they basically sway the direction in
which the army in going in, if they
wanted the war to go on the army
was to follow their orders. Hitler and
Stalin also invested a large amount
of resources and capital into the
military, thus developing a relatively
strong army. Both the Soviet Union
and Germany had different reasons
for their huge investment in their
country's military. The Soviet Union
was forced to do this because after
the defection during the First World
War, the Soviet Union lost their only
ally which was the western powers.
This left them vulnerable to any kind
of attack either from the west from
Germany or from the east from Japan. However, the reason that Germany had a huge military investment was due to the fact that Germany was focusing on aggressive
military expansion. Hitler felt that
the Treaty of Versailles had cheated
his country on land such as Austria

and the Sudetenland. With his
strong military force, he proceeded
to carry out the Anschluss and the
invasion of the Sudetenland.
Ideology
A point of difference between Hitler
and Stalin would be the fact that
Hitler and Stalin had greatly opposing ideologies (Fascist/Communist)
and were considered enemies. It
can be identified that the main motive of Hitler was to eliminate the
Jewish race as much as possible to
ensure that the Germans were to
become the superior race that he
saw it to be. This was due to fact
that Hitler felt that the Jewish race
was a threat to German superiority.
Stalin on the other hand was a communist leader and being communist
he believed in equality among all
people and so he openly denounced anti-Semitism in the spirit
of being a communist. This tells us
that Hitler and Stalin had absolutely
opposing ideologies and their goal
was different despite their similar
harsh methods (Hitler to kill those
that he felt was below the society
and Stalin to kill his political enemies or any enemies due to his paranoia). Both Hitler (Germany) and
Stalin (Soviet Union) also plotted
against each other on many occasions in History, eventually leading
to the Operation Barba-

rossa in June 1941 and then German
invasion on the Soviet Union Stalingrad
in August 1942, where the Germans
were defeated.

Soviet Union by bringing the Soviet
countryside to communist control and
also continued to eliminate enemies of
his ideology.

Domestic Policies

Conclusion

One other point of argument that I will Hitler and Stalin are in fact surprisingly
similar in many ways. Firstly, their childmake will be in terms of
hood was shockingly similar. Although
the
domestic
policies Source E
adopted by Hitler and Stait was not to become a
lin. The domestic aims of "Agriculture is developing slow- politician they eventually
the two dictators were ra- ly, comrades. This is because both became influential
Secondly,
ther different, Hitler’s goal we have about 25 million indi- politicians.
was to remove all non- vidually owned farms. They are both Hitler and Stalin
the most primitive and undevelNazi influences and also oped form of economy We
employed the use of dicto sway the attitudes the must do our utmost to develop tatorship as their main
form of governance and
public in Germany to- large farms and to convert
wards his goal of German them into grain factories for the their similar use of vioelitism. He started to exe- country organised on a modem lence to get rid of their
undesired
enemies.
cute his plan by targeting scientific basis."
Thirdly, was the military
the youth in Germany as
focus in both the counhis main priority as he felt Words spoken by Stalin in
that they were the future 1928
tries of the Soviet Union
and Germany at that
of Germany and their loyalty would be advantageous to his rule time.
over Germany. he did this by first
changing the curriculum of the German Hitler tried to extend the reach of Nastudents at that time, adding in huge zism domestically as much as possible
amounts of Nazi politics and also Nazi gaining much support. Although Stalin
propaganda. Even textbook contents also promoted communism his focus
and teachers were under the control of was the standards of living of the citithe Nazi regime, adding Nazi ideology zens. They also adopted different ideointo textbooks and purging unreliable logies (Nazism & Communism) the two
teachers, in turn leading to 97% of ideologies blatantly contradicted each
teachers joining the Nazi Teacher's other (as the crux of Nazi which was
League in 1937. During his rule, Hitler very similar to Fascism was to have
managed to garner a lot of support from one supreme leader but the idea of
the German people, but the fact that communism was for equality).
the German people no longer pursued
the Nazi ideology after the Second
World War proved that his domestic
policies were in fact not as effective as
previously thought. Whereas for Stalin,
his goal was to increase grain supply in
Further Study
the Soviet Union and end the dependTimothy D. Snyder (2010) Bloodlands:
ence of the country’s economy on a
Europe Between Hitler and Stalin
backward agriculture system that was
beginning to fail. At the same time, StaAlan Louis Charles Bullock (1993) Hitler
lin also sought to improve standards of
and Stalin: Parallel Lives
living and to catch up with the West in
terms of standard of living that the west
http://www.studymode.com/essays/aenjoyed. Stalin in fact managed to
Comparison-Of-Hitler-And-Stalinachieve this due to, collectivisation in
351746.html, Angelica Calvillo, A Comparison of Hitler and Stalin, April 26,
farms which helped to increase the
2010
amount of produce in the Soviet Union
and industrialisation saw the decrease
in dependence in the system of agriculture and the increase in industrial output. Lastly like Hitler, Stalin also tried to
extend the reach of communism in the
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Strategies and Tactics
~Dylan Cheong~
How effective were the military strategies and tactics of Nazi Germany in WWII?

Key concept

Role of the individual
Before you read the essay
Think about the practicality and difficulty
of fighting a war. Indulge yourself in the
context of the past and appreciate the
times when advanced weaponry would
not necessarily mean victory. Is strategy
an art-form?

T

his essay dives into how Nazi
Germany fought in WWII,
outnumbered and outgunned,
during its time as a world military power.

Zap, you’re dead
The most prominent strategy used was the
Blitzkrieg. Germany learned from WWI that
it could not last in a war of attrition due to its
lack of resources, therefore it had to rely on
tactics which guaranteed quick victory.
Germany conquered much of Europe and
was victorious in many battles by relying on
this tactic.
Blitzkrieg tactics required the concentration
of offensive weaponry and forces along a
narrow front.




The troops were consisted of light
tank units supported by planes and
infantry.
The army would first find the
Schwerpunkt in the enemies
defence.
These forces will open up a breach
in enemy defences, permitting
armoured tank divisions to penetrate
rapidly and attack the enemy from
behind, causing shock and
disorientation among the enemy
defence forces.

The successes of Germany’s military tactic
would be seen by her rapid conquest of
Poland, whereby German troops conquered
her within approximately a month.
German air power cut off the Poles’ resupply
and redeploy forces thereby from sending
reinforcements to seal breaches in the front,
as well as its communications so as to retain
the element of surprise. Confused, the Poles
constantly retreated

eastwards, when the Germans would finish
them off from the East.
Other successful battles include Denmark,
Norway, Belgium, Netherlands,
Luxembourg, France, Yugoslavia and
Greece (1939-1941).

The down side
The Blitzkrieg technique, with its high
offensive statistics, was a double edged
sword and too had its flaws. The extra need
for oil and resources for the German war
machine caused the strategy to be have
painful backlashes on Germany. Every
Blitzkrieg operation carried out, sucked away
precariously and without constraint at
Germany’s 20,000,000 barrels of fuel,
needed by the mechanised tanks and planes
which were essential to the war effort.
Moreover, Blitzkrieg relied heavily on good
climate. This is why it largely failed in the
Battle of Stalingrad. German troops had
been plunged into the harshest of winters in
Russia. With their guns jammed and food
supplies dwindling, the soldiers’ death count
increased with the harshness of climate at
sub-zero temperatures. There was also a
reliance on good infrastructure and a flat
landscape. Tanks perform much better on
flat, dry land. However, most passages were
muddy and broken down in Russia, which
slowed
down
tank
advancements.
Furthermore, railways were not operational
in Russia. As a result, supply shipments of
food and fuel suffered serious setbacks,
forcing many German units to live without
food for days

Blitzkrieg: Nazi term for
lightning war, which is depicts
the speed and ferocity of the
tactic

Schwerpunkt: weakest point,
area whereby the least enemy
defences are found

Battle of the bulge: A major
German campaign that took
place on the Western front
toward the end of WWII in
Belgium.

Food for thought
How do you think you would
fight against the Blitzkrieg in
WWII if you were a Russian
commander?

If the Blitzkrieg was so
effective, why was no actual
counter tactic invented at the
time?

Blitz-wreck?
The Blitzkrieg is a weapon that must be used
selectively, depending on its target. The
Blitzkrieg was indeed a devastatingly
powerful combination and utilization of the
German arsenal. It was extremely potent and
had indeed won Germany many battles, but
it did not win Germany the war. The tactic
was far too inflexible.
If the Blitzkrieg were to be the thunderous
waterfall, its unsustainable exhaust of
resources would be the dam that stemmed
the flow of water. In the battle of the Bulge,
Germany lost due to its previous heavy
resource expenditure, leaving little fuel to
utilise tanks and fighter planes.

If the Blitzkrieg had been more
adaptive and flexible, external
factors being a greater
consideration, would Germany
have lost the war regardless?

Chronology
September 1939 - Nazis invade Poland.
July 1940
- German U-boats attack merchant
ships in the Atlantic.
July 1940
- French Vichy government breaks
off relations with Britain.
July 1940

- Battle of Britain begins.

September 1940 - Hitler plans Operation Sea Lion
(the invasion of Britain).
September 1940 - German Blitz against Britain
begins.
February 1943 - Germans surrender at Stalingrad
in the first big defeat of Hitler's armies.
June 1944
- D-Day landings on the
northern coast of France.

The German strategy in
Poland. The insistence on
speed made the campaign
against Poland a model
operation.

With this exhaust of fuel, air superiority switched
to the side of the Allies as the war moved into its
later stages. The Blitzkrieg had conditions to
ensure effectiveness, and it should have been
used only in Europe, when success has been
proven before by previous battles.

Hell from Above
Anderson shelters: Bomb
shelters which can be easily
made by bolting six curved
sheets of iron and copper at
the top with steel on both
sides. Usually given free to
people during the Blitz

Look at the picture of the
London library, how do you
think it would be like to live in
Britain during those times?

Another fearsome offensive tactic used by Hitler
was the Blitz. In July 1940, the Battle of Britain
occurred. German troops had greater losses and
Hitler turned to a different tactic. He believed that
by targeting civilians he could force the British to
surrender. This was known as the Blitz.
On 7 September 1940, the German air force
began making daily bombing raids on British
ships and ports, radar stations, airfields as well as
aircraft factories. Casualties were high. On the
first day of bombing 430 people were killed and
1,600 people were badly injured. Within a few
weeks the daily bombing raids turned into night
raids as Hitler wanted to exponentially increase
the 'fear factor' and induce more chaos by
preventing people from sleeping.
The bombing ensued for 76 days.
However, the effects of the Blitz tactic was
minimized through, public shelters in most towns.
Anderson shelters were also constructed in
gardens so that they had protection if they were
unable to get to the public shelter. An air-raid
siren would have alerted people when a raid was
about to begin. The government attempted to
trick the German bombers by causing a
'blackout'. Lights were shut down everywhere and
people covered their windows with opaque black
material. People also hid and slept underground
as protection, however it still served to
demoralise the people.

been injured and about 2 million homes were
destroyed.
It is commonly known that although there is the
phrasing, ‘All is fair in love and war’, civilian
bombings have always been considered
something all countries must keep their ‘hands
off’. For Hitler to resort to civilian bombings, the
direct impact was catastrophic. From a strictly
statistical point of view, death counts were high,
but mostly civilian. The bombings also destroyed
many aircraft factories and military bases as well.
Hitler’s real attack was a gamble, ideally hoping
the psychological attack would demoralise his
opposition.
Instead after the raids Winston Churchill
embodied the public's fury and announced: "He
[Hitler] has lighted a fire which will burn with a
steady and consuming flame until the last
vestiges of Nazi tyranny have been burnt out of
Europe.” This served to galvanise the anger and
will of the British people as their hatred for Hitler
grew.
The Blitz can hence said to be ineffective on a
whole, although it served some purpose and
indeed aided Germany with the destruction of
military structures. The failure to break the people
of Britain’s moral and instead making them more
determined to fight against the Nazis was a
severe backfire.

End Result
After May 1941, the bombing raids became less
frequent as Hitler focused on Russia. The effects
of the Blitz were devastating. There were 60,000
casualties, 87,000 people had
London Library after the 1940 blitz.

- Jason Goroncy

Note-worthy Operations and tactics
Operation Fortitude- military deception
technique during the D-day, whereby Allied
troops diverted attention from Normandy
through the use of dummies and flares,
which confused the Germans on radar.
Red army tactics- Soviet doctrine that was
developed by WWI experience, theory had
been used on traditional Japanese tactics
and proven to work. Heavy artillery and
infantry used to punch a hole in enemy
defences, before rushing in.

Doomsday Normandy
As the Allied forces began its invasion of
Normandy, awaiting them was Hitler’s ‘Atlantic
Wall’, a defensive structure 1600 miles long along
the western coast of Europe and considered by
him, ‘Unbreachable’.
In 1942, under Hitler’s direction,

Reinforced concrete bunkers were built
along the western coast of Europe to
house weaponry such as anti-tank guns.

Mines and antitank obstacles were
planted on the beaches themselves.

Underwater obstacles designed to rip
landing craft to shreds and billions of
mines were placed in waters just
offshore. The intent was to destroy the
Allied landing craft before they could
unload.

Plains were flooded and fields were
positioned with poles to prevent their
possible use as landing areas. Elite
German forces had been stationed there
to be on constant watch for a counter
attack.
An Allied forces soldier who survived the ordeal
commented, “I got out of the landing craft, all
around me were dead bodies. The stench of
death was so strong it the air. I was waist deep in
the water and all I could think about was, goodbye Charlie, you’re gone.”
The Atlantic wall was perceived as the ultimate
defence. Its beachheads was the graveyard of
10000 Allied soldiers. However, the Atlantic wall
still fell within 15 hours.
This was due to several reasons.
 There had been insufficient resources to
completely finish construction of the
defences
 Defence mechanics such as cannons
and stationed troops were unevenly
spread, which the Allied forces could
have capitalised on.

Verdict
Was such a defence truly powerful and
effective? It can be argued that the Atlantic
wall had been effective as it diminished
Allied forces greatly. It was an excellent
strategic defence, Germany played its
cards well. However Allied forces truly
overwhelmed them with its sheer force and
numbers. Hence it could be said that
although effective, the Atlantic Wall had its
limitations. It merely fell to unimaginable
wave after wave of allied gunfire. This is
why it had been a failure, but for the first
time in the war, the Allied losses were
greater than its opposition.

Refugees in 24 Aldwych
Underground Station, London, as
bombs rained down above.

Food for thought
Would you say that the
Atlantic Wall served its
purpose as a defence well?

What could Hitler have
done with the time the Wall
earned him? Could he
have turned the tides?

Present day Doomsday
Military strategies today can be said to be more
interesting, considering they have evolved and
been adapted with more advanced technology,
although not as grand as in the past.
A possible reference could be the use of drone
warfare. Looking at how the US has launched
more than 390 drone strikes across Pakistan,
Yemen and Somalia in a span of five years
which killed 2,400 people, 273 of them which
were largely accidental civilian casualties. It
can be said that although more effective than
in the past, such tactics might test the limits of
our humanity. We are now looking at whether
the effectiveness of strategies and tactics
affect our decisions to fight ourselves. If it is
easier to order for a nuclear strike than a drone
strike, since all it takes is a push of a button,
surely it can be called effective. However, is it
truly victorious for humanity to have achieved
this level of effectiveness in its fighting
capability? We can argue in contrast how
present day garners a greater arsenal of
weaponry but our ‘actual’ to keep ourselves at
bay is similar to the Hitler’s Blitz in London.
Allied invasion plans on Dday Normandy. Five
spearheads will fight up
the coast of the
‘unbreachable’ defence.

If Hitler had not focused his
attention on the Soviet
Union, could the D-day
have been prevented?

How useful is it to compare
past and present
strategies?

Is this article saying that an
eventual massacre (war)
will occur? How strong is
the evidence to support
that?

Guernica bombing: ancient capital
of the Basques by German planes
in the late afternoon of April 26,
1937.

Summary:
The use of the Blitzkrieg was
ineffectual due to its inflexibility and
selective use, however the tactics
itself was not necessarily
ineffective.

The Blitz served its purpose by
destroying civilian buildings as well
as killing many people, reducing
moral of the country. However,
anger and hatred for Hitler grew,
which served to increase his
opposition.

A mass defence that caused
manslaughter to its attackers. A
nightmarish strategy that would
have succeeded if not for enemy
distractions and large amassed
forces.

CITATIONS

Although on a greater scale, today
does not hold as much brutality as
past strategies, rather a ‘one-hit KO’
jab known as the nuclear missile,
does this simplify or complicate
today’s military tactics?

Today peace is upheld ‘in a way’ on a bigger
scale by the constant precarious threat of
nuclear devastation, which could indefinitely
level a planet. Thus is the ferocity of
weapons which are too effective. Should they
have been made in the first place?

Allied troops beaching up along the coast,
pushing up against the conquered heavily
fortified Atlantic Wall on D-day Normandy.

Further study
Deighton, Len. Blitzkrieg: From the
Rise of Hitler to the Fall of Dunkirk.

Conclusion
Were Nazi German strategies effective in
WWII? Yes, for its limited purpose. Based on
the facts discussed in the essay it can be said
with certainty that Nazi German tactics were
indeed effective. However, the tactics were not
impossible to overcome.
The Germans made great use of Blitzkrieg, and
to give Hitler credit, he had some backings for
his strategies. An example, the Guernica
bombing during the Spanish Civil War resulted
in huge fear, proving that bombing people into
submission was effective.
The theory was that a chaotic and panicking
population would pressurize their government to
surrender, hence the invention of the Blitz. Its
effects, that the people would grow stronger in
their hatred for Hitler when he broke the taboo,
was unexpected and to a certain extent could
not have possibly been predicted.
The Atlantic wall was another example on how,
even though it was effective, Hitler’s strategies
could also be foiled through overwhelming
odds. The Nazi fought to its best of its abilities,
but we all know how WWII ended.
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W HAT WAS THE INFLUENCE OF
COMPANIES IN WW2
Written By:

Kwek Zhan Hao

Was World War 2 detrimental to everyone who participated in it?

World War 2, strikes images of
heroic soldiers, clash of idealisms, and
gory massacres of huge proportions.
But, beneath the blood and glory, and
the sweat and the tears, lie iconic
corporations, multinational companies,
most of which we do not correlate to
the World Wars. Through this essay,
we can see the connections
multinational companies have on
World War 2, and through particular
aspects of World War 2, see that these
companies did possess a huge impact
on World War 2.

Food
Food, besides being a necessity in
wars, can also provide morale for the
army. Keeping the stomachs of soldiers
full was an important task, and was
crucial in having an army which could
function properly. Wartime food also
had to be of a certain quality. It had to
be durable, edible in the toughest of
conditions, without compromising on
the mobility of a soldier and army.
Companies behind those foods had to
spend time and money to engineer
foods which were war-hardy, and had
to invest resources into providing them
to the army.
Hershey Company was one of those
companies. A popular brand of
chocolate today, Hershey Company
was also a leading producer of
chocolate candies back in WW2. In
1937, when the fear of World War was
present, Hershey Company was visited
by Captain Paul P. Logan of the US
Army Quartermaster Corps to produce
chocolate bars for the US Army.

Hershey went on to develop the
ultimate chocolate bar, with high
nutritional value, high melting points,
and less sugar, due to the sugar rations
in the war. This newly made chocolate
bar, named the D Ration, also tasted
bad. Cited from Terry W. Burger’s
“CHOCOLATE! THE WARS
SECRET WEAPON”, “he wanted it to
taste not too good, because, if so, the
soldier would eat it before he faced an
emergency and have nothing to eat
when the emergency came”. The D
Ration, although not too welcome by
the soldiers, got popular very quickly.
Quoting from the same source,
“ Orders for the bars soared quickly,
and on January 2, 1942, the army
ordered 300,000 four-ounce D Ration
bars. For the first time in its history, the
factory began to run three shifts a day,
seven days a week.”, “making 40.2
million 2-ounce and 4-ounce D Ration
bars, and 380 million Tropical
Chocolate Bars”. This was a huge
amount for the US army, and made
Hershey one of the main contributors
of food in WW2.

A replica of a bar named "Hershey's Tropical Candy Bar". It was
originally made in 1943, and was made to withstand tropical and
desert climates, preventing them from melting in extreme
temperatures. Original bars contained paraffin to increase melting
point, but was swapped out in future recipes for beeswax.

Actual WW2 D Rations. Reads " To be
eaten slowly, in about half an hour. Can
be dissolved by crumbling into a cup of
boiling water, if desired as a
beverage."

Though the D Ration has been declared
obsolete since WW2, chocolate still
plays a crucial role in the diet of US
soldiers, providing a quick energy
boost as a snack.

Nowadays, the normal rations issued
are the MREs ( Meals Ready to Eat).
They contain the Flameless Ration
Heater, which undergoes exothermic
reaction when activated by water,
allowing the ration to be heated up.

On the subject of chocolate candies, the
popular chocolate candy M & Ms, was
also an important ration in WW2.
Forrest Mars of Mar-O-Bar(Current
day Mars. Incorporated), was running
the company’s branch in Europe, where
he, quoted from “History of M&M's
Candy and World War II” from
toknowinfo pages, “observed soldiers
during the Spanish-Civil War, eating
chocolate pieces encased in a hard
sugar candy shell”. Later, he went on to
collaborate with Hershey to produce
these candies. These candies were
made to melt only in your mouth,
hence the protective sugar shell. This
would allow soldiers to safely carry
them in the war, because normal
chocolate would melt in their hands
and cause problems with weapon
handling. They were so popular, that,
quoting from the same source, “In
1942, 200,000 pounds of M&M’s were
produced weekly”. This made Mar-OBar company a considerable force in
the production of candies for soldiers in
WW2.
Obviously, soldiers did not eat
chocolate all the time. Companies
which provided canned and bottled
food, such as Maggi and Heinz, were
also significant in WW2.
Hitler had described in a quote he made
in 1942, that war was:"a battle for food,
a battle for the basis of life, for the raw
materials the earth offers". This
reflected the Hunger Plan of 1941,
and the same can be said for many
other battles in WW2. In actuality,
among the estimated 60 million
worldwide deaths in WW2, 20m people
died from starvation and associated
diseases, which was equivalent to the
19.5m military deaths, showing the
impact a lack of food can have. These
companies help negate that, providing
food which was not only easily
produced, but also durable and war
hardy, which sustain both citizens and
soldiers. In part, countries which were
supported by such companies, such as
the United States, suffered negligible
deaths due to hunger, while other
countries which lacked the companies,
like China, faced 5 million deaths due
to hunger and famine.

Vehicles
Vehicles serve a big purpose in WW2.
Besides providing transportation, they
can also serve as weapons, such as
bombers and tanks. However, vehicles
require a huge amount of research and
money to be developed and
manufactured. This are where
companies come in. They have the
money and expertise to develop these
vehicles, and had the resources,
production lines and employees to
produce them, and thus were again
necessary in providing those vehicles.
Boeing produced aircrafts for the US
Military and Royal Air Force. They
were more noted for producing their
different line of bombers, which were
the main vessels in numerous bombings
by both the US and Britain. Among
them, the Boeing B-29 Superfortress
stood out for being the most
technologically advance bomber at that
time, with an electronic fire-control
system, remote-controlled machine-gun
turrets and a pressurized cabin. It had
an operational range of 6,019 km and
was capable of attacking at high
altitude above 9 km. This allowed it be
able to attack at high altitudes where
enemy anti aircraft missiles were weak.
In the Bombing of Tokyo by the RAF,
the B-29 managed to deliver 90% of the
bombs dropped, resulting in more than
100000 deaths. It was also the bomber
which dropped the Atomic Bomb. This
technologically advanced aircraft was
able to be developed through the
expertise of Boeing and his company,
was funded by Boeing himself.

∆ Above is a B-29 Superfortress,
owned by the Commemorative Air
Force. It was introduced in 1944, but
continued service after the war ended,
serving as television transmitters up
until retirement in the 1960s.

A 1941 M&M's advertisement,
announcing that the candies were
exclusive to US military.

The Hunger Plan of June 1941, where
Germany invaded the Soviet Union to
obtain and secure a food source,
mainly for the Wehrmacht( German
Armed Forces). In the process, many
Soviet Prisoners of War( picture
above) were captured. 3.3 million out
of the 5.7 million Soviet POVs died from
hunger.

Companies are able to effectively
counter the weapons and vehicles of
enemies, which is of great importance.

A F2A-3 Buffalo. the final variant of the
F2A series. It had a larger fuselage,
increasing fuel capacity, as well as
armor plating for the pilot, and
increased ammo capacity. This resulted
in a reduced top speed and rate of
climb, harming its maneuverability and
turning capability, eventually suffering
severe losses when in combat with the
more nimble Mitsubishi A6M Zero.

The Volkswagen Kübelwagen, was a
light military vehicle heavily based
upon the Volkswagen Beetle. It was
designed to be an inexpensive and light
vehicle able to travel in extreme
conditions. Its light weight, being only
715 kilograms, prevented it from
getting stuck easily, and the smooth
underbody allowed it to slide over
certain surfaces, such as snow. 50435
Kübelwagens were produced in total
during the war.

The Sherman Tank was the most
commonly used American Tank in WW2,
with 50000 Sherman produced
between 1942 and 1945. Used by many
other countries, such as Great Britain
and China, through lease programmes.

A Mitsubishi A6M Zero used in the Battle of Midway, an important
naval battle between Japan and USA., which occurred at Midway
Islands at the North Pacific Islands. The Mitsubishi A6M Zero was
made in 1940, or Imperial year 2600, and thus pilots referred to it
as the Zero-Sen, due to its last digit.

Mitsubishi also produced aircraft in
WW2. The Mitsubishi A6M Zero, was
probably their piece de resistance.
Mitsubishi, which was a former
shipbuilder and insurance caterer, used
its pre-existing technological
capabilities to design their aircraft,
such as the Mitsubishi Zero. The
Mitsubishi Zero was a very quick
Japanese naval fighter, and was used
by Imperial Japanese soldiers,
sometimes in kamikaze(suicide)
attacks. At that time, it was considered
the most capable carrier-based fighter
in the world, boasting great
maneuverability and long range. It used
a top-secret aluminum, T-7178, which
made it very light, but very fragile.
This allowed it to be very
maneuverable, and made it the longest
range single engine fighter of WW2.
This was especially apparent in the
Battle of Midway in 1942, where swift
Mitsubishi Zeros managed to easily
take out enemy F2A-3 Buffalos, even
though the Japan had lost the battle.
During early combat operations, the
Mitsubishi Zero had a kill ratio of 12 to
1, but the ratio quickly dropped after
Allied aircraft companies such as
Boeing found a destroyed Zero, and
developed a counter aircraft in 1942.
At the end of 1945 , the Zero had
destroyed a total of 1550 American
aircraft.
There are many more important
examples, such as the “Beetles” made
by Porsche, and Ford Sherman
Tanks. But the above comparison of
aircraft shows how important it is for
both sides to have a company
producing aircraft, and engineering
counter vehicles to the opposition.

If Boeing did not manage to counter
the Mitsubishi Zero, greater losses
could have been endured by the Allies.
It was the support of companies from
both sides, which allowed the countries
to be able to engage in war, and be able
to counter the opposition. Companies
are able to effectively counter the
weapons and vehicles of enemies,
which is of great importance. If Boeing
did not manage to counter the
Mitsubishi Zero, greater losses could
have been endured by the Allies. It was
the support of companies
from both sides, which allowed the
countries to be able to engage in war,
and be able to counter the opposition.
Companies are able to effectively
counter the weapons and vehicles of
enemies, which is of great importance.
If Boeing did not manage to counter
the Mitsubishi Zero, greater losses
could have been endured by the Allies.
It was the support of companies from
both sides, which allowed the countries
to be able to engage in war, and be able
to counter the opposition. If one side
would lack a particular company
proficient in a certain area, such as
aircraft, it would have been a landslide
victory for the more technologically
advanced country, and no such “war”
would exist, as it would be over
quickly. And companies were behind
the technological advancements,
being able to use their funds,
employees, and prior expertise to
research further into the target area,
of which allowed World War 2 to be
sustained on both sides.

The Atomic
Bombs
Atomic Bombs were an important part
of WW2. Its impact on Hiroshima and
Nagasaki, established the Atomic
Bombs as an integral part of World
War 2. The devastating bombs, caused
more than 400000 thousand deaths in
total, and were believed by many to
have ended the war between the Allies

and Japan.

of the bomb.

The research project for the bombs was
called the Manhattan Project, and was
held in Oak Ridge under top security
and secrecy, and the total cost for
research and development was around
2 Billion American dollars(25 Billion
dollars in Today's money).

Chrysler had indeed been an integral
part of the development of the Atomic
Bomb.

It would then take major sponsors to
fund this project. And yes, that too was
helped by a company. Chrysler, a
company known for making
automobiles, helped fund the project,
and built large metal diffusers for the
gaseous diffusion plant. Quoted from
Megan Meintel’s “The Atomic
Bomb: Leaving an Impression on
Scientific History”, “ Chrysler took a
large risk in building these diffusers
because the diffusers had to be built out
of nickel, which was in short supply, in
order to withstand the strong
Hexafluoride gas that occurred during
the process. If Chrysler did not produce
the diffusers that were needed they
would lose large amounts of money as
well as their reputation.” Chrysler was
experienced with handling metal, due
to their experience in making
automobiles, and were keen in helping
in the war efforts. Chrysler, Dupont
and Union Carbide, had also sent
employees of their own to build the
plants. This allowed the nuclear plants
to be finished quickly in 3 years. The
Chrysler employees then went on to
research and develop the nuclear bomb,
alongside J. Robert .Oppenheimer.
Chrysler had also supplied 7 out of the
8 engines which powered the Enola
Gay, the B-29 bomber which took the
Atomic Bomb to Hiroshima. This was
also due to Chrysler’s expertise in
developing engines for cars, and that
expertise came in crucial for the
delivery of the Atomic Bomb, which
weighed in at 4 and a half ton.
Chrysler Group was paramount in
making the Atomic Bombs, as well as
the delivery of the bombs. The impact
the Atomic Bombs had on Japan and
World War 2 was huge. It meant the
start of the era of nuclear weapons,
providing the resources, expertise in
metal diffusers, and even the delivery

Conclusion
It is very easy to connect all the
paragraphs above together. We can
easily see that in almost every aspect of
World War 2, major companies around
the world were involved in one way or
another. Companies go beyond just
their name and products, they were the
backbones of the war, feeding it with
their products, sustaining it for its
entire lifespan.
What we could also look upon, is the
relationship between companies and
war. Was war really detrimental to
everyone involved? Women in the
USA were able to take up jobs, because
their husbands were in the war, and
after the war provided a boost in
workforce. Jewish slaves were also a
source of free labour, and many
companies, Volkswagen, Siemens, and
Hugo Boss just to name a few,
employed such labour, allowing for
further development of the companies.
Recognition by the public, where Walt
Disney and Nintendo became
household names from their WW2
propaganda. Finally, wartime economy,
where companies profited hugely from
selling their resources and products to
countries who bought them, with
Nestlé's sales increasing from $100
million in 1938 to $225 million in
1945. World War 2 showed the world
the capabilities of these companies,
establishing these companies and thus
benefiting the companies. Although the
exact motives of the companies will
never truly be known, it is still an issue
worth thinking about. However, what
my essay can finally conclude, is that
companies do indeed play an important
roles in World Wars, and it is definitely
a topic worth shedding some light on.
Citations:
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Colonel Paul Tibbets' mother, Enola Gay
Tibbets. On 6 August 1945, it became
the first aircraft bomber to drop a
nuclear bomb. Dropped the bomb,
named "Little Boy" on Hiroshima.
Another B-29, the Bockscar, was
responsible for dropping the "Fat Man"
on Nagasaki 3 days later.

WW2 Propaganda poster by Walt
Disney. Reads" Lets Catch Him With His
Panzers(Tanks) Down! We Will-If We
Keep'Em Firing!" Other forms of
propaganda also came in Walt Disney
animated cartoons, such as "Education
of Death, The Making of the Nazi." This
cartoon can be found on Youtube.






Why do you think the
companies chose to support
their respective countries?
Did anyone benefit from
WW2?
Was WW2 a step forward or
a step back in the
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The Formative Years of the Fuhrer
Was Hitler affected by Austria-Hungary because of the way it was before the First World War?

Anand Mantri
Key Concept
Before you read this essay,
think:
1. How does our childhood
affect us?
2. What are the things that
we remember from our
childhood?
3. To what extent do our
childhood memories shape
us?

World War I: Global war
centred in Europe that
began on 28 July 1914
and lasted until 11
November 1918.

Source A
Adolf Hitler (circled) with
his fellow pupils at school
in Lambach, Austria.

Fuhrer: German title
meaning leader, now
most associated with
Adolf Hitler.
Golden Age: A period of
peace, prosperity and
stability.

Austria-Hungary and the Fuhrer

The Way of Life

Adolf Hitler. One of the most notorious men in
international history. Though he died almost
seventy years ago, people still talk about his
actions when he was the Fuhrer of Germany,
especially during World War II. The reasons for
his drastic actions still remain debatable but in
this essay, I will focus on one aspect of Hitler’s
life that could have affected him during his
formative years: his birthplace, Austria-Hungary.
In my opinion, Hitler was affected either by the
way of life then, Austria-Hungary’s relations with
other countries or the government and politics in
Austria-Hungary pre-World War I or even a
combination of any of the above three factors.

Austria-Hungary was a multinational kingdom
and undoubtedly, the most diverse religious
state in Europe. Germans, Czechs, Catholics,
Jews, Christians, Romanians mostly lived
harmoniously together. Citizens indulged in a
care-free life and tried to build peaceful relations
with people from different races. There seemed
to be equal treatment of the rich and the poor as
they could be seen enjoying a cup of coffee
together.

Adolf Hitler was born on 20 April, 1889 in AustriaHungary. At the age of 7, his family moved to
Lambach, Austria. Hitler did well in a monastery
school and was in the boys' choir. When he was
9, the family moved again, to the village of
Leonding. He found he excelled with little effort
and also discovered he had a flair for drawing. He
could look at a building, and accurately draw it
precisely, entirely from memory.

Shortly before turning 11, tragedy struck. His
younger brother, Edmund, died and Hitler
changed and became a demoralised student. His
school years were coming to an end. His father,
Alois, wanted him to follow in his footsteps
hence, sent him to a technical high school in
September 1900, when he was 11.
Unfortunately, his father died the next year and
his performance in school further deteriorated.
He dropped out of high school in 1905, at the age
of 16. He went to Vienna a year later, where he
worked as a painter. His mother died late in
1907, which only added to his misery. He lived in
Austria till February, 1914 before moving to
Munich.

A great author of that time,
Stefan Zweig, wrote in his
book
‘The
World
of
Yesterday’ that ‘Live and let
live’ was the famous
Viennese motto, and it was
followed by all classes. He
added that he never
experienced the slightest bit of disrespect as a
Jew in any aspect of his life in Vienna.

Golden Age
Coincidently, Austria-Hungary, from the 1890s
all the way until the outbreak of World War I in
July 1914, was experiencing its Golden Age.
Vienna especially, showed stark increases in
development in the arts and sciences. From the
revolutionary nature of Austrian composer,
Arnold Schoenberg's, 12-tone work to Sigmund
Freud's development of psychoanalysis, Vienna
was attracting some of the best talent in music,
science and many other fields that the AustroHungarian Empire had ever seen.
But how did this affect Hitler? Well, Hitler’s
vision of the world began to form in AustriaHungary. He was truly awed by the opera works
of Richard Wagner and according to one of
Hitler’s friends, Kubizek, he acted as if he was
possessed after going for one of Wagner’s
operas. Hitler took Kubizek to the top of a hill
and spoke in a mysterious voice of a mission
where he led his people to freedom. Authors had
also fled to Austria-Hungary to pursue their
careers. Hitler loved to read, especially on
German history. All this led to Hitler having a
strong pride in the German race. As such, his
prejudice against the other races in the AustroHungarian Empire which had ruled Austria for
decades, started.
The architecture of Vienna was also spectacular.
Vienna attracted architects from around the
globe. Hitler was amazed by the city’s

Source B

architecture which inspired him
to take his interest in this
subject to the next level.

View of High Street and the
theatre, Austria-Hungary, in
1890.

He developed his talent in
drawing the intricate buildings,
like the theatre in Source B, in
Vienna and sometimes, gazed
at them for hours at a stretch.
He decided to apply for
admission to the Vienna
Academy of Fine Arts to pursue
his passion. In 1907, he took the
entrance exam but to his
utmost shock, was rejected.
He applied again the following year but was
rejected for a second time due to a lack of
creativity. Hitler was badly shaken by this
rejection and became extremely demoralised.
As such, in the next few years before World War
I, Hitler led a normal life in Austria-Hungary. This
proved to be a crucial time in his life as he
generated many ideas on politics and race.

Review
Study Source B. What can
you deduce about the
development of AustriaHungary before World War
I?

education. Lueger’s infamous principle was
“Vienna is German and must remain German”
and many of his papers were titled after his
infamous phrase: “I Decide Who Is a Jew!” He
gained some support of the people by holding
the Jews responsible for poor economic
progression by claiming they had a
possessorship on capitalism, making it unfair to
the rest.

Karl Lueger

Chronology

Though according to Stefan Zweig, he did not
feel the slightest indignity as a Jew, anti-Semitic
movements still existed in Austria-Hungary.
Sources of census summaries state that AustriaHungary became home to the second largest
Jewish population in the continent. Figures
claimed that there were more than 900,000
Jews living in Austria-Hungary in 1910.

1889: Adolf Hitler was born.

Karl Lueger, a politician in Austria-Hungary at
the time, was the first one to make antiSemitism acceptable in society. In 1897, he was
appointed as the mayor of Vienna. He held this
post for 13 years until his death in 1910. He
introduced many social reforms, with the most
prominent one being pursuing discrimination
against the Jews. For example, he intentionally
did not give them jobs in city services and also
put limits on their admissions into tertiary

Source C
An extract from a website about Karl
Lueger, by an unknown author.

“Lueger was the first politician to make
anti-Semitism “socially acceptable” and
who used it to forge a conventional political
movement.
Thereafter anti-Semitism
appeared to many people to be both
normal and respectable and it soon found
its way into the political programmes of
other parties. After Lueger’s death, antiSemitism became a significant factor in
Austrian political life and it was to remain
so in the coming decades.”

1896: His family moved to Lambach,
Austria
1897: Karl Lueger appointed mayor of
Vienna.

Vienna Academy of Fine
Arts: A public arts school of
higher education in Vienna,
Austria.
Anti-Semitism: Prejudice,
hatred of, or discrimination
against the Jews.
Capitalism: An economic
system
where
trade,
industry, and the means of
production are controlled
by private owners with the
intention of making profits.

1898: His family moved again, to the
village of Leonding.
1900: Hitler’s younger brother dies. His
father puts him in a technical high school.
1901: Hitler’s Father, Alois, dies.
1905: Hiter drops out of high school.
1907: Hitler fails entrance exam to the
Vienna Academy of Fine Arts. His Mother
dies in the same year.
1908: Hitler fails entrance exam for a
second time.
1910: Karl Lueger dies.

Source D
An extract from Mein Kampf,
the book Hitler wrote while in
Landsberg prison in 1923-24.
“Dr Lueger conjured up one
amazing achievement after
another in, we may say, every
field of economic and cultural
municipal politics, thereby
strengthening the heart of the
whole Empire.”

1914: Outbreak of World War 1.

Review
All in all, we can deduce that anti-Semitic
movements were prevalent in Austria-Hungary
before World War I, with the most prominent
one being Karl Lueger’s anti-Semitism against
the Jews. Hitler was greatly impressed by
Lueger, as we can see from Source D. When
Hitler experienced Lueger’s anti-Semitic policies,
he used him as an inspiration for his own views
on the Jews.

Read Source D. What does it
tell you about Hitler’s views
on Lueger?

Source E
Map of Austria-Hungary and
the Balkans before World
War I.
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International Relations

The
Balkans:
A
geographical and cultural
region of southeast Europe.

Now we have to find out about AustriaHungary’s social and economic relations with
other countries pre-World War I. If they had
good social relations with many countries, they
would not have to face any threat of war. Good
economic relations would mean that there
would be less unemployment and hence, little
poverty.

Central Powers: One of the
warring groups in WWI,
composed of Germany,
Austria-Hungary,
the
Ottoman
Empire
and
Bulgaria

The truth is, Austria-Hungary did not have
perfect relations with all countries. One major
factor for this was their interest in the Balkans,
which damaged their relations with Serbia and
Russia. In many major events before World War
I, Austria-Hungary and Russia were usually on
opposite sides. When Russia attempted
independent movements in the Balkans,
Austria took over Bosnia in 1878. And when the
Ottomans tried to gain control over Bosnia,
Austria-Hungary annexed it in 1908 against the
will of Russia. This also outraged Serbia as there
were Serbians there.

Source F

Hitler, as a resident of Austria at that point of
time, was probably influenced by Austria’s
ambitions to gain more land. When he became
the Fuhrer of Germany, Hitler was always in
constant pursuit of more land which he called
Lebensraum, or living space. Hitler moved from

Lebensraum:
Additional
territory deemed necessary
to Nazi Germany for its
continued existence or
economic well-being.

Cartoon on the alliances
between major powers
during the Balkan Wars (E.g.
Serbia’s alliance with Russia,
for protection against AustriaHungary.)
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annexing one country to another with rapid speed.
His inspiration for this could have come from
Austria’s interest in the Balkans pre-World War I.
Another event that highlighted the unstable
relations between Austria-Hungary and Serbia was
the Pig War of 1906-1909, where in an effort to
reduce its dependence on Austria-Hungary, Serbia
built links with other countries like France. AustriaHungary then imposed economic sanctions on
Serbia and banned imports of Serbian pork. From
this, Hitler could have learnt some strategic tactics
on how to not succumb to other nations trying to
take advantage of your country. An example would
be when Hitler constantly forced the British to
continue appeasing him during the 1930s.
The unstable social and economic relations
between Austria-Hungary and Serbia also had
indirect impacts on Hitler as all these disputes
ultimately led to the outbreak of World War I when
the archduke of the Habsburg Empire, Franz
Ferdinand, was assassinated by a Serb. AustriaHungary declared war on Serbia and other
countries quickly joined in due to their
international relations as seen in Source F.
Hitler was involved in the war as a soldier as
Germany joined in to aid Austria-Hungary. The
Central Powers’ loss in the war took a big toll on
Hitler. He wanted to bring purity and power back to
Germany, which ultimately led to World War II.

The Government

The extent of the impact

The government in Austria-Hungary before the
outbreak of World War I in 1914 was a very unique
one, a dual monarchy. Both halves of the empire
had their own government and control of affairs.
However, the empire was overseen by a central
government and there were three common
ministries: War, finance and foreign relations.

So in the end, who or what really affected Hitler
the most during the time he lived in AustriaHungary? I would say Karl Lueger, the man who
influenced his views on the Jews. However, we
still cannot leave out the other key factors like
the fact that Austria-Hungary’s unstable
relations with certain countries eventually led
to World War I, where Hitler fought as a soldier.

Franz Josef was at the head of the empire since
1867. He had infinite power but instead, ruled
through constitutional monarchy, a form of
democracy in which a monarch acts as head of
state within a constitution. He possessed special
powers but did not set public policy, etc. Franz Josef
desired the advice and opinions of his ministers
hence, he did not rule through absolute monarchy.

Franz Josef
We can draw inferences by looking at the
authoritarian parallels between the Habsburg
Empire and Nazi Germany. Franz Josef strongly
believed in democracy but however, Hitler turned
out to be one of the world’s fiercest dictators and
took advantage of the power given to him. Hence,
it is safe to conclude that the government of
Austria-Hungary did not influence Hitler in his
beliefs and did not affect him as it was in stark
contrast to the government of Nazi Germany.











Source G
An extract from Mein Kampf, the book Hitler
wrote while in Landsberg prison in 1923-24.

“I had always hated parliament, but not as an
institution in itself. On the contrary, as a
freedom-loving man I could not even conceive
of any other possibility of government, for the
idea of any sort of dictatorship would, in view
of my attitude toward the House of Habsburg,
have seemed to me a crime against freedom
and all reason. What contributed no little to this
was that as a young man, in consequence of my
extensive newspaper reading, I had, without
myself realizing it, been inoculated with a
certain admiration for the British Parliament, of
which I was not easily able to rid myself. The
dignity with which the Lower House there
fulfilled its tasks impressed me immensely. But
for this very reason I was an enemy of the
Austrian parliament. I considered its whole
mode of conduct unworthy of the great

Key Question
By finding out how AustriaHungary was like in Hitler’s
formative years, can we
show that Hitler was a
victim of his circumstances?
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Absolute monarchy: form of
government
in
which
the monarch has absolute
power among his or her
people.

example.”
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Luegerplatz. “About Karl Lueger.” http://en.luegerplatz.com/lueger.html
Frederic Morton, “Thunder at Twilight,” Chapter 2.
“The glory of Vienna,” Raymond Gill, 12 June 2011, http://www.theage.com.au/victoria/the-gloryof-vienna-20110611-1fyk1.html
“Has historian finally discovered real reason for Hitler's obsessive hatred of Jews?” Allan Hall, 19
June 2009, http://www.dailymail.co.uk/news/article-1194194/Has-historian-finally-real-reasonHitlers-obsessive-hatred-Jews.html
The History Place. “The Rise of Adolf Hitler,” 1996,
http://www.historyplace.com/worldwar2/riseofhitler/boyhood.htm
“Adolf Hitler-Mein Kampf,” Peter Crawford, 2012,
http://meinkampfvol1.blogspot.co.uk/2012/11/mein-kampf-volume-1-chapter-3.html

Source H
Flag of the Austria-Hungarian
Empire, showing the dual
monarchy.

Pye Sone Kyaw

|How different is the
current state of
modern warfare from
the past?|

Cryptography - The
science or study of the
techniques of secret
writing,
especially
code
and
cipher
systems.

Key Concept

Radar Towers from the
Chain Home Network in
England, 1940

This essay deals with the question of the
impact that scientific and mathematical
advancements had on the war in terms of
how it affected the duration of the war,
successes and failures of armies and how
much more lethality they added to warfare.
The radar, the breaking of the enigma code
and the nuclear bombs and the situations in
which they impacted the war would be
explored and presented in this essay.

World War 2 (WW2) was the war that was
most profoundly influenced by scientific and
mathematical breakthroughs. Ever since the
World War 1 (WW1) ended, the nations of
the world started to develop their own
schemes to better all aspects of warfare
while trying their best at maintaining
international peace.

One can point to many innovative
inventions and scientific programmes that
arose during the war. From the basic
infantry and brute force in WW1, WW2 saw
the emergence of intelligence and even
more brutal and terrifying force in the
forms of cryptography, radar and the
atomic bomb.
It was this war of science where the
battlefield was open not only to soldiers but
for every intellectual to join and help his
nation. These technologies and scientific
breakthroughs caused horrendous damage
but also saved a lot of lives in the world. It
was the first war that came up with
something other than dead bodies and
damage.

The technology of the radar, which is the using
radio waves to detect objects at a distance, was
barely viable when the war began but became
highly advanced in just a few years. By allowing
people to see remotely, from a far distance,
radar made the notion of a surprise attack
virtually impossible and vastly enlarged the
arena of modern warfare. Radar allowed forces
to detect and prepare for incoming air attacks,
guiding bombers to their targets, and directed
anti-aircraft guns towards enemy aircraft.

Source

This shows how radar changed the nature of
warfare, from a close contact, unpredictable
style of war, to a long ranged, early detection
war.
An instance in which the radar saved lives was
in the Battle of Britain. Britain's radar towers
empowered the Royal Air Force to defend
against German air attacks as they were able to
extrapolate the location of the attack. Thanks
to the air defence system that included the
radars to a large extent, from an initial
interception rate of 30% to 50% by using only
radar, the rate improved to 75% to 100% with
the integrated network in most of the
skirmishes in the Battle of Britain.
Radar was not only a shield but also a sword.
They were developed further to be mounted
onto aircrafts and ships. The Allies gained an
advantage due to this as the German High
Command believed radar to be a defensive
technology and did not consider it to be of
valuable use. As a result, the Allies’ planes were
the first to be able to strike precisely and the
precise air strikes severely weakened
Germany’s war supporting industry by aiming
key locations such as trading ports and
factories, to affect civilian morale and
infrastructure as much as possible.

The attack on Pearl Harbour in 1941 could
have been avoided if radar had been used
properly. Almost one hour before the
attack started, a mobile radar stationed on
the north side of Oahu detected enemy
aircraft. The operators reported the
occurrence to their superiors but their
report was ignored as they thought that
Japan would not be that brazen to launch
an attack.
Had the reports made by the radar
operators been acted upon, the attack
would not be as devastating as it was.

In war, one of the main facets of
communications is the ability to send
messages with secrecy and safety. During
WW2,
the
necessity
for
secure
communications pushed nations to

Source

Before the war, there were already
experiments with radio waves. However,
many of these tests fell into obscurity. In
1935, Sir Robert Watson-Watt, successfully
detected an aircraft using an early form of
radar, leading to the full scale development
of a radar system in Britain called the Chain
Home network, the world’s first integrated
air defence system. By 1939, France, Italy,
Britain, Hungary, the US, Germany, Japan
and Russia all had operational radars.

Radar both saved and killed thousands of
people during WW2 and it changed the way of
battle. Till today, radar is valuable and
important to defence and offense and is an
integral part of any military.

Royal Air Force - The air
force of the British Forces.

The map of the Chain
Home Network Radar and
the areas it is covering,
1940
German High Command –
The closed circle of
generals and military
commanders of Germany
which included Hitler
himself.

|How different is the
current state of
modern warfare from
the past?|

A cartoon
during the war
portraying the
radar as a
herald of
doom and
death for the
enemy, 1941

|Think of how far
technology has come
today now that all the
equipment
in
Bletchley Park can fit
into the palm of our
hand|

Enigma – The encrypting
machine
that
was
invented by Germany.
Battle of Cape Matapan –
It was a naval battle
fought from 27–29 March
1941
near
Greece
between Italy and the
United Kingdom.

Source

Wolf Packs – It is the
mass-attack
tactics
against convoys used
by German U-boats.

At the time of its invention,
development, and use, the
Enigma was the most complex
encryption decryption device in
use by any nation. The fact was
that as early as 1932, Polish
cryptologists were reading some
Enigma traffic, and on the eve of
the war, in mid-1939, the Poles
passed much of their knowledge
to the French and the British.
This became the basis of work
done by Alan Turing and others
at Bletchley Park, the British
centre of cryptanalysis, which
yielded the Ultra intelligence, a
great boon to the Allied war
effort.- Encyclopaedia of WW2

Atomic Bomb – The
weapon of mass
destruction which is
developed upon the
concept of atomic
fission.

Source

Workers operating the
decoding machines at
Bletchley Park, 1939

develop their own forms of encrypted
communication systems. In preparation for
the war, the Germans developed an
encrypting machine which was thought to
be unbreakable called the Enigma.
Due to the relentless and brutal attacks by
the German forces, intercepting and
decrypting their communications became
of utmost importance. Intercepting these
communications would mean that the
troop movements, battle strategies and
sensitive data are available to the Allies
resulting in a huge advantage when fighting
against the Germans.
After Poland fell to Germany, the
remainder of the Polish Cipher Bureau,
which was the primary code breaking force
in Poland, together with the Allies, created
a dedicated effort for the code breaking
called the Code and Cipher School at
Buckinghamshire’s Bletchley Park, England.
The Bletchley effort, led by Alan Turing,
brought in experts from the fields of
mathematics, logic, and problem solving
from all over the world and worked
together to develop and create early
prototypes of computers called the
‘bombes’, to decrypt messages more
efficiently in terms of speed and scale.
Overreliance on a scientific breakthrough
on the side of Germany actually altered the
course of battles. Germany thought that
the Enigma was invincible and used it to
convey even the most secret of
information. However, due to numerous
carelessness and treason, the resources to
break the code was leaked to the Allies.
Still believing their codes to be protected,
the Germans integrated the Enigma ciphers
virtually everywhere; within their army, air
force, secret services and navy.

The breaking of the code gave the Allies
intelligence ahead in time and allowed
them to plan for battles. For instance, in
1941, intercepted Germany’s plans and
battle orders shows plans to invade Greece
and soon after, the Allies won a battle at
Cape Matapan due to a surprise attack
brought
about
by
intercepted
communications from Bletchley Park. In a
sense, the breaking of the code added
more deadliness to the Allies’ arsenal of
war.
Another instance was in the Battle of the
Atlantic. Before the Enigma was broken,
the U-boats roamed freely throughout the
Atlantic, forming “wolf packs” to efficiently
destroy numerous fleets of Allies’ supply
ships. The U-Boats were hunted down using
radar and the intercepted intelligence and
were destroyed. This changed the nature of
operation from a random dropping of
mines to a more precise and accurate
destruction, resulting in less losses in terms
of lives and resources for the Allies. Some
historians estimated that the breaking the
Enigma shortened WW2 by 2 years, and
this was the key factor in the Allies victory.

In 1939, Albert Einstein wrote a letter to
President Franklin Roosevelt which
forewarned that Germany was secretly
trying to develop an atomic bomb after the
breakthroughs in nuclear science in the
years preceding 1939 and urged U.S to do
the same so that it could be on par with
Germany.
The initial news about the atomic bomb
being developed in Germany made it
critical to keep a watch over it and
prompted the US to change its tactics in
intelligence and surveillance during the

After the success of the prototype developed
in the Trinity Test, two more atomic bombs
were created by the project to be used on
Germany. But instead, the bombs were used
on Japan as a final solution to the war and to
test out the unknown capabilities of the
weapon. The uranium “Little Boy” bomb was
dropped on Hiroshima on August 6, 1945. The
plutonium “Fat Boy” bomb was dropped on
Nagasaki on August 9, 1945. The events were
one of the most controversial issues in history
and it prompted the unconditional surrender
of Japan. The creation of the Atomic Bomb
helped bring an end to WW2 after killing at
least 150,000 people, at a cost of at least
$130,000 per life. This made war a much
more deadly act and changed the convention
of warfare to include nuclear bombs. The
bombs became a deterrent to war but also
put countries which have them in a powerful
position.

Quote

In summary, WW2 was a war that made
extensive use of technology and scientific
breakthroughs in history. It changed the way
wars are fought forever. It is deplorable that
the remarkable breakthroughs of the century
in science and mathematics were used to
help in our most inhumane and destructive
activities. But it must be accepted that
technology and war will continue to be
intertwined for the remainder of humanity.
It could be said that war changes science.
Warfare propelled science in the path of
bloodshed and gave it malice. It is ironic that
science is supposed to progress humanity
when in reality, it can deteriorate humanity.
While it is true that science has hindered and
corrupted humanity, a world without science
would be a worse nightmare in which humans
resort
to
primal
instincts.
Immense amounts of resources were
committed by both sides into developing
more efficient ways of killing and not being
killed. The disciplines of science and math
hold no morality, they do not have a human
element. Left alone and untouched by figures
of power, they can exist in their own harmless
form, devoid of biased use. It is only when
people apply their schemes and plans to that
science and math that they have an
opportunity to use them for positive or
negative purposes. The way of war is, at the
end of the day, changed by intent.

Due to the bombs, it made the elimination of
threats easier and in the case of the war, it
was Japan. The bombs presented a
precarious solution to any war and conflict
and essentially, it posed a simple yet deadly
way of ending the war.

Alan Axelford, Encyclopedia of World
War 2, Imprint Publishing (2007)
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We knew the world would not be
the same. Few people laughed,
few people cried, most people
were silent. I remembered the
line from the Hindu scripture,
the Bhagavad-Gita. Vishnu is
trying to persuade the Prince
that he should do his duty and to
impress him takes on his multiarmed form and says, "Now I am
become Death, the destroyer of
worlds." I suppose we all thought
that, one way or another. –
Robert Oppenheimer, the Father
of the Atomic Bomb

Trinity Test – The first
detonation of a nuclear
weapon, conducted by the
USA as a result of the
Manhattan Project.
1920-Enigma Machine
commercially available
1939-Bletchley Park starts
operation

Timeline

war. The United States spearheaded the
effort, known as the Manhattan Project and
rallied a massive body of scientists, engineers
and resources. The Nazi scientists in Germany
were working on an atomic bomb as well but
without the immense outpouring of
manpower and resources like in the USA,
Germany couldn’t get past the initial stages.
The Allies had to keep the progress a secret
and also dedicated resources to covering up
the massive operation while listening in on
German communications for any sign of
realisation about the project.

1940-Battle of Britain and
the first use of the Chain
Home Network
1941-Attack on Pearl
Harbour and the Battle of
Cape Matapan
1942-Manhatten Project
commences
1945- Trinity Test and the
dropping of the nuclear
bombs on Japan

The immediate aftermath
of the dropping of the
nuclear bomb on Nagasaki,
viewed from a nearby
town, 9 August, 1945

Oil, Gas and the Cold war
Soh Je Yeong — 4K

Ideology: the classic
“Democracy versus
Communism” idea
proposed by many.

Nationalisation: the
process of taking a private
industry or private assets
into public ownership by
a national government or
state.
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Crux of the Cold War

Iran’s Coup D'état

The Cold War was a period of political
tension and military rivalry, largely
between that of the United States and the
Soviet Union. Although countless books
and textbooks propose ideology to be the
cause, I disagree. Ideology, I feel, was only
the Cold War at face value. It is difficult to
believe that a country would sacrifice tens
of thousands of men, spend billions and risk
a large scale war simply because they
disapproved of a system of ideas.

Early in the Cold War, many
inconsistencies regarding the “perceived
Cold War” were already being seen, one
of which being the U.S.’s heavy
involvement in Iran in the 1950s. The
trigger was in 1951, when the newly
elected prime minister of Iran,
Mohammad Mosaddegh, nationalised oil
within his country. In retaliation, the British
boycotted Iranian oil with the help of the
U.S. Here, rather than the commonly
believed political and ideological
structure, both the U.S. and Britain
appeared to be more perturbed by oil.

Both sides needed to have some sort of
motivation, perhaps a form a personal
gain, for them to disregard this enormous
risk and go ahead with their plans. This is
where I believe oil comes into play. Oil is
an important and valuable commodity
widely used since the 20th century with the
potential to generate hundreds of millions
and even billions of dollars. The sheer
importance and value of oil led to my
suspicion that oil was actually the true
cause of the Cold War. True enough, oil
could likely be the “personal gain” that
encouraged involvement of both sides in
the many issues of the Cold War.

This was especially proven in the 1953
Iranian coup, or Operation Ajax, which
followed shortly after.

Source A
An extract from CIA document “The Battle for Iran”:

The true motives of actions in the Cold War
were very unclear, but there were many
suspicious instances where a commodity
like oil seemed to play a bigger role than
ideology. This essay hence aims to prove
that oil was the true crux of the Cold War.

Chronology — 1953 Iranian Coup
March 1951 — Mohammed Mosaddegh
becomes prime minister and angers the
British and the U.S. by nationalizing oil.

1953 Iranian Coup: the
orchestrated
overthrowing of Iran’s
former prime minister
Mohammad Mosaddegh
by the U.S. and the UK.

March 1953 — The C.I.A. drafts a plan to
bring to power, through covert action, a
U.S. preferred government in Iran.
July 1953 — Eisenhower approves
operational plans for the coup.
Propaganda to weaken the Mosaddegh
government intensifies.
1-18 August 1953 — Mosaddegh holds a
referendum to dissolve the parliament. The
Shah signs a royal decree firing
Mosaddegh and naming Fazlollah Zahedi
as the new prime minister of Iran. The
C.I.A.’s first attempt at a coup fails.
19 August 1953 — Newspapers publish the
Shah’s decree and supporters of the Shah
begins another coup. By the end of the
day, Zahedi takes control of Iran.

Openly stated in documents declassified
in 2011, the C.I.A. did this so as to prevent
the risk of ‘leaving Iran open to Soviet
aggression'. It was suggested that they
had to execute Operation Ajax (TPAJAX)
as they felt that Iran was too exposed to
communist influence at that point in
time.
The irony, however, was that in August,
Mosaddegh, the democratically elected
prime minister of Iran, was overthrown. By
forcefully dismissing the democratic
leader Mosaddegh, the U.S. were
actively part of the destruction of
"democracy" in Iran rather than the
glorification of it. In fact, doing this
tarnished the U.S. image, as well as the
image of “democracy”, in Iran and
ironically served to increase the risk of
'Soviet aggression'. Despite this, the
operation had to be executed because
the loss of access to Iranian oil was too
much of a “risk”. Oil thus was the evident
cause of conflict here.

Source B
Former U.S. Secretary of State Madeleine
Albright’s statement about the 1953 Iranian
Coup, 19 April 2000:

Suez Crisis: when Egypt
nationalised the AngloFrench-owned Suez Canal
in 1956, Britain and France
launched a military
operation against Egypt.

Harold Macmillan: prime
minister of the UK from
1957 — 63.

“The coup was clearly a setback for Iran's
political development, and it is easy to see
now why many Iranians continue to resent
this intervention by America in their internal
affairs.”

The Suez Crisis
1956 marked the Suez Crisis. This major
Middle East conflict was sparked by
Nasser’s actions prior to 1956. Why his
actions offended the West so much was
questionable. A less common perspective
suggests that Communism or even the Suez
Canal was not the main drive of the attack
on Egypt. Rather, Nasser’s actions posed a
substantial threat towards Western oil
investments in the Middle East, a very
promising and treasured industry.

Source C
Saur Revolution:
the communist People's
Democratic Party of
Afghanistan takeover of
political power from the
government of
Afghanistan on 27-28 April
1978.

Taraki party: another
name ford the communist
People's Democratic Party
of Afghanistan.

Mujahideen: the multinational insurgent group
which fought against the
USSR in the Soviet war in
Afghanistan.

An extract from Reassessing Suez 1956,
Simon C. Smith:

“‘we have got to win. For the stakes are
very high — no less than the economic
survival of Britain. For if we lose out in the
M East, we lose the oil. If we lose the oil,
we cannot live’ Already a visit to Abadan
in 1947 had reinforced Macmillan’s
awareness of the vital importance of the
region’s oil for Britain…For Macmillan,
drift in foreign policy had adverse
consequences , even suggesting that
Britain was ‘finished’, ‘the sun had set’.”

"oil conflict" between the East and the West in
the Cold War.

The Afghan-Soviet War
“Oil Conflict” did not stop at Egypt. In 1979,
even after 20 years, the situation was still the
same. The USSR invaded Afghanistan a year
after the Saur Revolution, when the
communist Taraki party’s influence suffered
instability. Though the common standpoint
was that the USSR’s invasion was merely to
assist the Taraki party and preserve
Communism, it is necessary to think further.

Source D
An extract from A concise history of Afghanistan
in 25 volumes, Volume 1, Hamid Wahed Alikuzai:

“Soviet estimates of the 1970s placed
Afghanistan’s ‘explored’ (proved plus probable)
gas reserves at about 5 trillion cubic feet. The
Hodja-Gugerdag’s initial reserves were placed
at slightly more than 2 tcf.”
The USSR: The USSR desired control over
Afghanistan because not only did it possess oil
and gas (considered to be in the same
category as oil in this essay), but it could also
help invaluably in the access to oil and gas
throughout the entire Middle East. Such
benefits meant that the USSR’s future would
remain bright. Thus, when she risked losing
control, it was no surprise that she sent
vehicles, weapons and soldiers to fight a full
scale war against Mujahideen.

Source E
A cartoon from Soviet magazine Krokodil,
depicting the U.S. arming Mujahideen with
Stinger missles:

The West: After the West lost control of the
Suez Canal, they felt that their control of oil
in the Middle East was being strongly
threatened because of Nasser. This could
severely impact Western economies.
Hence, they resorted to an attack on Egypt,
initiating the Suez Crisis.
The USSR: When the USSR knew of this, she
eagerly supported Egypt, which was
questionable as well. The USSR possibly did
this with two ambitious intents.

 The intent of gaining greater access to
oil in Egypt as well as the rest of Arab
states through improved relations.

 The intent of diminishing Western
influence on oil in the Middle East.
This Crisis was an opportunity for the USSR to
get closer to and progressively overtake the
West in control of oil in the Middle East,
which would be able to boost the USSR’s
industries and its overall economy while
potentially furthering its success in the
future. It thus spurred the USSR to take
Egypt's side and create another instance of

The West: Western powers, which included the
U.S. and Britain, aided Mujahideen. Western
interest in Afghan affairs were indeed
suspicious. Was their primary objective the
suppression of Communism? Or were they too
after oil and gas? Oil and gas, of course,
seemed more probable. They wanted exactly
what the USSR wanted, in which Afghan
influence played a significant part of. Helping
Mujahideen to gain influence was hence the
better option. This was how a political conflict
in Afghanistan evolved into a major military

Ask Yourself
→ So far, does ideology
or a valued resource
like oil seem like a
more probable cause
of many events in the
Cold War?

→ Why would the truths,
in this case the
motives of the Cold
War, need to be kept
from people?

conflict between the U.S. and the USSR. From
this perspective, oil and gas was the cause of
conflict here as well.

US-USSR Co-operation
Besides the nature of conflict, the
fundamental nature of ideology in the Cold
War was also slightly flawed. Oil could bring
about unusual forms of cooperation.
A common belief was that the U.S. and the
USSR were always bitter enemies throughout
the Cold War. This, however, fails to account
for the fact that since the early years of the
Cold War, both countries provided massive
financial assistance to Afghanistan, and in a
sense helped Afghanistan in its
development together.

 From the 40s to the 70s, the USSR
provided more than a billion dollars of
aid.

→ How would the course
of the Cold War be
different if the truths
were told to the
people, assuming that
there were motives
other than ideology?

→ Was oil a major factor
in other major world
events as well?

Source G
Troops from 7RAR dash
from a United States
Army Iroquois
helicopter, one of 20
that dropped the
battalion at the
landing zone, to launch
Operation Lismore,
their first major mission
against the Viet Cong.

 During this time, the U.S. managed five
hundred million dollars as well.
It could not simply be good will that made
two conflicting nations come together.
There obviously was a hidden motive behind
this co-operation. This hidden motive was oil
and gas.
The Ulterior Motive: As covered before, the
advantages of influence in Afghanistan
were significant. With this in mind, both
countries made individual efforts to boost
their own image in Afghanistan, particularly
through financial assistance, in order to gain
Afghan influence.

Source F
An extract United Press International’s “Analysis:
Afghanistan's untapped energy riches”:

“during the 1979-1988 Soviet occupation of the
country, extensive Soviet exploration produced
superb geological maps and reports that listed
more than 1,400 mineral outcroppings, along
with about 70 commercially viable deposits
even under the grotesquely inefficient Soviet
economic system. The Soviet Union
subsequently committed more than $650
million for resource exploration and
development in Afghanistan, with proposed
projects including an oil refinery capable of
producing a half-million tons per annum.”
Proof: According to Source F, it was found
that during Soviet occupation of
Afghanistan from 1979 to 1988, ‘superb
geological maps’ were drawn to map out
natural resources including oil and gas in
Afghanistan. Subsequent ‘$650 million’
investments in resource exploration and
projects conclusively reveals to us the
USSR’s true motive in Afghanistan: resource.
This very possibly was the U.S.’s goal as well.
Oil and gas and potentially other resources
were the primary reason the U.S. was able
to indirectly co-operate with the USSR in
helping with the development of
Afghanistan.

“Fuelling” the War
Last but definitely not least was arguably
the most important role of oil in the Cold
War: as a vital military resource.

Korean War: a war
between the Republic of
Korea , supported by
the United Nations, and
the Democratic People's
Republic of Korea, fought
from 25 June 1950 — 27
June 1953.

The Cold War had many military conflicts,
with close to 20 proxy wars contributing
to this. During this time, both the U.S. and
the USSR had vast supplies of oil, which
was used significantly as vehicle fuel,
within their reach and it played a pivotal
role in the sustainment, or perhaps even
the existence, of the Cold War.
The Vietnam War illustrates this, where
vehicle fuel was the pre-requisite for
sending half-a-million soldiers to Vietnam
via aircrafts and ships.
Vehicles also played a critical role in the
battles themselves. Vehicular support was
prominent in the Korean War and
Vietnam War, for example.

 Aircrafts were used to destroy strategic
Vietnam War: a war
between North Vietnam,
supported by communist
forces, and South Vietnam,
supported by anticommunist forces, fought
from December 1956 — 30
April 1975.

areas, to kill enemy soldiers, to deploy
soldiers and for reconnaissance.

 Tanks were mainly useful for its
firepower on the ground.

 Ships provided firepower from the sea
and also aided in deployment and
refuelling of aircrafts.
A combination of these vehicles were able
to increase the strength of an army in all
conflicts of the Cold War. Because of this,
Cold War battles reached a stage where
possessing myriads of powerful tanks, ships

and aircrafts was unavoidable. Oil,
therefore, was unknowingly given the
irreplaceable role of “fuelling” wars.
This was also one of the reasons why the
Cold War ended at a period where USSR
oil production experienced sharp drops,
because without oil, she was simply
unable to continue fighting against the
U.S. and hence was on a road towards
inevitable collapse, concluding the Cold
War. Oil, all in all, was a resource that
sustained the Cold War through the
support of military conflict.

Oil = Crux of the Cold War
After assessing several uses and
controversies of oil in the Cold War, I feel
that only one word can be used to
describe its role in the Cold War: crux. In
my opinion, the Cold War revolved
around oil much more than the simple
“Democracy versus Communism” belief.
Oil, after deeper analysis, manages to
perfectly explain many doubts about
intents of actions taken throughout the
Cold War. Oil also was why and how a
battle between the East and the West
was or could be fought in the first place. It
defined the entire Cold War and
ultimately was, to my belief, the true crux
of the Cold War.
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<http://www.upi.com/Business_News/Energy-Resources/2008/10/24/Analysis-Afghanistans-untappedenergy-riches/UPI-96301224860420/>
Source G — “Combat”, Australian Government Department of Veterans’ Affairs.
<http://vietnam-war.commemoration.gov.au/combat/>

TITLE SUBTTLE

Notes to think about …
1. What makes something
legitimate in International Law?
2. How well did Britain and France
handled the whole Munich
situation?
3. Why was Munich Agreement
implemented?
4. Why was Czechoslovakia kept
out of Munich Conference?

Fig A:
From left to right, Chamberlain, Daladier,
Hitler, Mussolini and Ciano, before signing of
Munich Agreement

FIGA:A:Signing
SIGNING
OF MUNICH
AGREEMENT
Fig
of Munich
Agreement

The Munich Agreement
In the early mornings of 30
September 1938, the Munich
Agreement was signed. This
controversial signing confirmed
by
Author]
the[Article
cession
of Czechoslovakia’s
Sudetenland to Germany. Britain
rejoiced. The speech “Peace for
Our Time” was delivered on 30
September 1938 by British Prime
Minister Neville Chamberlain
which concerned the Munich
Agreement and the AngloGerman Declaration. The fear of
war, to go against the rising power
of Hitler was evident and clear
with this signing of the Munich
Agreement. “Hitler must be
appeased” was the only phrase in
the minds of Britain and France.
Was Munich Agreement a
violation of the International Law?
Their basis of judgment is solely
based on the perspectives in the
way they view the Munich
Agreement. There are various
factors which make the legitimacy
of the International Law. In my
essay, I will be developing the
legitimacy of International Law on

the following: 1. Achieve peace. 2:
Stable and organized International
relations. 3.Building better interrelations among countries. 4.
Morals of society: Self
determination
My stand is that I believe the
Munich Agreement was NOT
legitimate in International Law.
This essay will show the
supporting arguments of my stand
as well as taking into account the
other side of why some may
consider it to be legitimate as well
as providing my opinion on the
flaws of their beliefs.

Source A

Extract of speech by Britain
Prime minister at the House of
Commons, October 1938

“We should seek by all means in
our power to avoid war, by
analyzing possible causes, by
trying to remove them, by
discussion in a spirit of
collaboration and good will.”
~Neville Chamberlain

Study Source A
How reliable is British
Prime Minister Neville
Chamberlain in
addressing the
outcome of Munich
Agreement?
Terminology:

Fig B: Germany’s military leader Goering looks
on as Neville Chamberlain shakes hands with
Mussolini at the signing of the Munich
Agreement in 1938, which allowed the German
annexation of the Sudetenland

Anglo-German Declaration: a
declaration of nonaggression signed
by the British prime minister, N.
Chamberlain, and the fascist
dictator of Germany, A. Hitler, on
Sept. 30, 1938, in Munich,
immediately after the conclusion of
the Munich agreement of 1938.

Some might argue that it was legitimate.
With the cession of Sudetenland to
Germany, Nazi aggression was cooled
with appeasement. A possible war was
averted at the expense of giving in to
Hitler’s demands. Hitler’s Germany then,
was on the rise. They had forcefully
reclaimed the Rhineland and annexed
Austria. Hitler challenged the Treaty of
Versailles. Despite him publicly declaring
that Germany was re-arming, France and
Britain did not want to intervene and stand
in his way. These combined efforts by
Hitler had given Germany a new belief
and they have grown to be a force to be
reckoned with. The Anglo-German naval
agreement also saw Germany expand
their naval powers. Germany was a
formidable force.
In 1938, Hitler’s next plan was to expand
territories in Sudetenland. They
threatened to use force to get their
means. Britain and France then
intervened to call for a more gentle way to
settle the tense situation, to avoid war
with the aggressive Germany.
Appeasement was yet again the answer.
Many of the Western European powers
and the people in the U.S and Canada
were overjoyed at the prospect of not
having another world war, hence wanted
to avoid the imminent war threatened by
Germany, having witnessed the terror of
the First World War. Hence at that point of
time, appeasement was thought to be an
acceptable solution for the majority of the
European powers to avoid a war. They
believed Hitler’s words of not wanting to
expand further after the Sudetenland, and
hence believed the Munich Agreement
was beneficial for achieving peace in the
long run as Hitler was appeased.
Appeasement was thus a factor in
determining the legitimacy of the
International Law as it achieved peace.
Under the Act vs Rule Utilitarianism,
countries believed the Munich Agreement
was the “correct” solution in averting war
which benefits the countries involved.
Additionally, the Rule Utilitarianism further
justifies its legitimacy as peace was
achieved, which conformed to the spirit of
International Law.

The moral society of the vast population of
the Sudeten Germans also plays a part for
the legitimacy of the International Law. The
proposition of self- determination is hence
brought up. We therefore have to look into
the perspective of the people in Sudetenland.
In Sudetenland, there were 3.5 million
Germans who had been cut off from the rest
of Germany after the creation of
Czechoslovakia by the Treaty of Versailles.
Hitler felt that he had a justified claim upon
the area because he viewed it as “German
Land”. Hitler’s aggressive approach to
reclaim the “German Land” hence can be
seen as legitimate as he felt he was just
taking back something that supposedly
belongs to Germany. Additionally, the
Germans in the Sudetenland claimed they
were victimized by the Czech Government
and wanted the reality of them becoming yet
again under Germany’s control.

Source B:
Britain’s Neville
Chamberlain
delivering the
famous speech,
“Peace of Our
time”

Review!
With reference to Fig
B, what can you infer
about how the
Sudeten Germans
regard their
Motherland
Germany?

Terminology:
Anglo-German naval
agreement:

Fig B: Sudeten Germans welcoming German
soldiers into their land

There was a referendum involving about
98% of Sudeten Germans actively seeking
reunion with Germany. They felt
discriminated, ostracized from government
positions and hence many if not all of the
Sudeten Germans were unhappy about the
exclusion and discrimination. The Sudeten
Germans were very receptive to the idea of a
reunion with their Motherland Germany. They
supported Germany’s action and projected
their views of Self Determination. Hence, the
freedom of choice, the Act Utilitarianism-the
action which satisfies a majority, makes the
legitimacy of the International Law.

-Naval agreement between
Britain and Germany
regulating the size of the
Germany naval military in
relation to Britain naval
military
Act Vs Rule Utilitarianism:

-Act utilitarianism believes
that the right action makes
more people happy. Rule
utilitarianism on the other
hand believes that an
action can be morally right
if it conforms to the rules
that lead to happiness.
Referendum
-poll of the members of a
club, union or groups to
determine their views on
some matter

-
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of France, Italy, Germany and
Great Britain. The controversy
here lies in the fact that despite it
being a conference debating the
future of Sudetenland,
Czechoslovakia was not invited.
Czechoslovakia had no rights or
autonomy to fight for their own
land. Establishing a stable and
organized international relation is
affected due to the unhappy
party of Czechoslovakia with its
sovereignty taken lightly. This
hence shows that the legitimacy
of the International Law was
contradicted with the sovereignty
of Czechoslovakia not respected;
hence an organized international
relation cannot be maintained
and established.
.

Peace was achieved, but it was
momentary. Hitler was not a man
of his words, and went against his
word in the annexation of
Rhineland and Austria. Yet Britain
and France continued to believe
Hitler. Hitler’s signing of the NaziSoviet non-aggression pact is a
major factor in determining his
next motive: invade Poland. Hitler
learnt from the lessons of
Germany’s failure in World War 1
and hence did not want a repeat
of fighting a war on two fronts.
Hitler was gearing up for an
invasion of Poland prior to the
Sudetenland annexation and was
ready to take on Britain and
France with the USSR taken out
of the equation. The question here
then lies: was peace really
achieved from Munich
Agreement? The countries that
were overjoyed at the signing of
the Munich Agreement, the
European Powers, must be
deluded to think that Germany,
with its rising expansion powers
and constantly getting Her
demands, would stop in its goal to
be an ultimate superpower. The
cession of the Sudetenland to
Germany further heightens Hitler’s
ambition and motivated him for
another invasion to expand their
powers. He knew that Britain and
France did not have the courage
to face him. This then refutes the
legitimacy of international law in
achieving peace. Peace was
never achieved, but rather, an
imminent and inevitable war was
just postponed.

Munich Agreement contradicts the
principles of existing treaties of
International Law. A distinct case
here is the Treaty of Versailles.
Treaty of Versailles was not
upheld. Britain and France
primarily committed in
guaranteeing the Czech borders.
The Treaty of Versailles together
with the Locarno pact highlights
the fear to face up to Hitler and
that appeasement overrides
legitimacy of the International
Law. Post-war territorial sectors
which were once guaranteed on
were now stripped away due to
the sole reason of appeasement
at all cost. Britain and France
knew no boundaries and had no
line drawn should Germany cross
its boundaries to being “bullies” in
Her expansion. Not committing
into the principles of the
respective treaties-Versailles and
Locarno, contradicted the
International Law in achieving
better inter-relations with one
another. Countries will tend to
doubt the integrity and
commitment of a pact made with
their involved country, hence the
ideology of a stable and organized
international relation and
garnering better inter-relations
among countries will become
fruitless, in which opposes the
forms and spirit of International
law.. This accounts for the
illegitimacy of the International
Law.

Terminology:
Munich Conference : conference that was held in the City of Munich when Hitler
demanded part of the Czechoslovakia
Treaty of Versailles : the treaty imposed on Germany by the Allied powers in 1920 after
the end of World War I which demanded elephantine reparations from the
Germans
Locarno Pact: Pact guaranteed the common borders of France, Germany, and Belgium
and the demilitarization of the Rhineland, as specified by the Treaty of Versailles

Fig D: European Map of 1938
Shows Nazi Germany’s
expansion, with Austria and
Rhineland annexation

Another aspect of Munich
Agreement contradicting
principles of existing treaties of
International Law, is the FranceCzechoslovakia alliance. The
Little Entente was formed in
1920 and 1921 for the sole
purpose of defense. France
supported this treaty of alliance by
signing an individual treaty with
Czechoslovakia, Romania, and
Yugoslavia. France vowed to back
any of the aforementioned
countries in times of need of
defense. The integrity of France to
honour the treaty of alliance was
tested when Czechoslovakia was
threatened by aggressive
Germany. France, however, had
no courage to face up to Hitler’s
Germany and was acting primarily
for the good of herself. It did not
honour its treaty of alliance with
Czechoslovakia. The prospect of
appeasement, to cool Nazi
Aggression, overrode their moral
values and it failed to respect the
treaty of alliance. International
Law dictates that newly concluded
treaties like Munich Agreement,
should not contravene preexisting treaties to be legitimate.
However, it holds true with Munich
Agreement contradicting preexisting treaties such as those
stated earlier. With the failure of
France to uphold the alliance,
Czechoslovakia and France may
not come to good terms, affecting
their inter-relations. As a result,
the contradiction of Munich
Agreement in being unable to fulfil
existing treaties or pacts makes it
illegitimate in International Law.
Munich Agreement did not aim to
have a friendly resolution but
instead sought controversial
peace with Germany at the
expense of Czechoslovakia.

My stand of this essay is that the
Munich Agreement was not legitimate in
International Law. It for the main idea
that Munich Agreement did not follow
the forms and spirit of the International
Law in: achieving peace in the long run;
establishing organized and stable
international relations; and building
better
inter-relations
between
respective countries. Although peace
was momentarily achieved at the
expense
of
Czechoslovakia,
it
precipitated Hitler’s Germany in the
invasion of Poland which started the
World War 2. Principles of past treaties
and pacts were contradicted in
International
Law
affecting
the
establishment
of
an
organized
international relation and building better
inter-relations among countries. In my
final judgment of this essay, I strongly
believe that Britain and France are a
defining factor in Munich Agreement as
they
are
the
embodiment
of
International Law. Their inability to find
courage to face Hitler triggered
desperation for appeasement which
countermanded the spirit and forms of
International Law. These precedent
points highlight my stand that Munich
Agreement was not legitimate in
International Law.

Study Source C

With the use of
contextual knowledge and
cross referencing with
other sources, discuss the
usefulness and reliability
of this source in showing
how Britain aims to
achieve peace?

Source C: Image depicting the
appeasement policy between
Britain and Germany.
Britain handing over
Czechoslovakia in return for
peace
Terminology:
Little Entente: The Little
Entente was an alliance
formed in 1920 and 1921 by
Czechoslovakia, Romania and
Yugoslavia with the purpose
of common defense
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Why did the United States agree to secret concessions in the Cuban Missile Crisis?

Nikita Khrushchev, leader of the Soviet Communist Party and United State’s President John F
Kennedy shake hands at the US Embassy in Vienna on June 3 1961

NUCLEAR ARMAGEDDON
Why did the United States agree to secret concessions in the Cuban Missile Crisis?

Significance
Find Out More About the Cold War!!
Cold War was a period of political and military tension
between Democracy (United States with NATO) and
Communism (Soviet Union and Warsaw Pact), between
1947 and 1991 after World War II.
One man wanted to win it all. The other had everything
to lose. Together, their nuclear missiles brought the entire world
to the brink of annihilation. Cuba became the centre of the world.
It was the resolution- war or peace was jeopardized. There was
mounting pressure on President Kennedy to invade Cuba after an
American reconnaissance plane was shot down over Cuba.
Missiles were in the sea, on the land and in the sky. This was the
moment in which the Cold War came closest to turning into a
nuclear conflict. The end of this saga- a compromise made by the
United States was surprising. In exchange for the public removal
of Soviet Missiles in Cuba, the United States would pledge:
(a) Never to invade Cuba
(b) Privately remove the missiles from Turkey
Such is the preoccupation of historians with showing how the crisis
ended that the reasons building up to it tends to be overlooked

Written By: Colin Chan Wei Hua

In this article, I provide a broad assessment of the context in
which the United States worked and explain other possible
repercussions that could arise as a result. But the crucial question
is why and how was this defused?

CUBA- TOO CLOSE FOR COMFORT?
To the north of Cuba, lies the United States. They were just 150km
apart. In May 1962, Soviet Premier Khrushchev placed Soviet
nuclear missiles in Cuba. These intermediate range missiles could
hit American allies and most of American states. There were 36-42
medium range ballistic missiles and could easily reach New
Orleans,
Miami and Washington, DC. (range of 1,266 miles). Each
..
missile had an explosive capacity of 1 megaton. All in all, Cuba had
130 Soviet Missiles. 45 warheads were capable of nuking
American cities which would have proven disastrous to the
Kennedy Administration.

Khrushchev fishing off the coasts of
Cuba

During the Cuban
Missile Crisis, Soviet
Warheads on Cuban
soil could have
attacked many major
US cities.

Nuclear deterrence of the Warsaw Pact was also never
popular among NATO's European members; they would
be the ones getting nuked since the Soviet Union's
nuclear ICBMs and bombers were in their radius. Neither
power wished to endure another tragic war of disaster
and destruction. Every nation was on its road to national
recovery. Therefore, as the leader, the United States
acceded to their pleas and ended the crisis.

Photo by
Corbis/Bettmann
North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO):
international military
alliance signed on 4
April 1949. It
advocates for
collective defense
among member
states.
1961 Bay of Pigs
Invasion: failed
military invasion of
Cuba by USA’s
Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) on 17
April 1916 to
overthrow Fidel Castro
and eradicate
Communism
Operation
Mongoose: second
failed attempt at
taking over Cuba. It
constituted plans and
coordinated programs
of military and
intelligence
operations. Only part
of it was deployed in
1962.

Warsaw Pact:
mutual defense
treaty between 8
Communist states in
Europe signed on 14
May 1955. It aimed
to dominant Central
and Eastern Europe.

While this can explain for the “concessions” made,
why didn’t the United States attempt to overrule
Castro’s government in Cuba to solve the crisis?
The Untied States did attempt 2 failed invasions on
Cuba, the 1961 Bay of Pigs Invasion and Operation
Mongoose which was deployed midway.
Considering its close proximity to Cuba, it was
possible to easily recover this piece of lost land.
After all, Cuba was a small nation.

However, trust was implicated. The deployment of
missile bases in Turkey was a special decision of the
NATO Council. To announce the autonomous decision by
the United States to withdraw missile bases from Turkey
would break down the entire structure of NATO.
Kennedy has “betrayed” his NATO allies for the removal
of missiles from Turkey, also a NATO member.
“The greatest difficulty for the president
is the public discussion of the issue of
Turkey. Formally, if such a decision
were announced now, it would seriously
tear apart NATO.”

Questions to Ponder


What would be the Soviet
Union’s reaction if United States
seized Cuba?



Why did the previous 2
invasions fail?

The Aftermath
Conflict between the Western nations and the
Communist Eastern Bloc started as soon as the guns
fell silent at the end of World War II. It witnessed
the emergence of the democratic North Atlantic
Treaty Organization (NATO) and Communist Warsaw
Pact. The political division of the European continent
was formalized.
NATO was spearheaded by the United States. It
primarily consisted of France and the United
Kingdom. World War II had left millions homeless
and crumbled the European economy. Much of
industrial infrastructure had been destroyed. They
suffered catastrophic defeats. Their power, prestige,
wealth had been severely reduced and most of their
empire dissipated. The 2 powers before WWII were
now impoverished by war and could not afford
another blow.

An extract from Dobrynin’s Cable to R
Kennedy on 27 October 1962

Therefore, the agreement to remove missiles was made
a private agreement since it would appear as a
concession to blackmail to NATO allies. United States
faltered in the face of adversity and sacrificed its alliance
for national security. Should the United States have
acceded to Khrushchev’s terms? It may be possible to
argue that the unwise choice strains bilateral ties in the
end.

October 1962

(Chronology of Events)

16

th

Detected ICBMs in Cuba

20

th

Additional Soviet Missiles in Cuba

21

st

Naval Blockade imposed on Cuba

22

nd

US military enters DEFCON 3

23

rd

OAS supports naval quarantine on Cuba.

24

th

US military enters DEFCON 2; US ships
shadowed by Soviet submarine in
quarantine line

25

th

27

th

28

th

Khrushchev calls for US withdrawal from
Cuba in exchange for removal of Soviet
missiles.
U-2 plane shot down over Cuba and crisis
escalates. Khrushchev again calls for public
guarantee not to invade Cuba and US’s
removal of missiles from Turkey
Crisis ends where the secret agreement
was made.

Quiet3 Diplomacy
U Thant’s policy was briefly recorded in
history and this ‘unsung hero’ had gone
unnoticed for decades. He was the pivot
balancing the two heavy weights at each
ends. The Security General of the United
Nations was the mediator of the crisis.
Initial attempts at diplomatic approaches
were successful. President Kennedy’s
televised announcement on October 22, of a
naval quarantine of Cuba alarmed the world.
A sea battle between Soviet ships en route to
Cuba and the American navy was imminent.
Thant’s October 24 UN Day message
appealed for mediation and a suspension of
arm shipments to Cuba. He offered a listening
ear to both parties. In the end, the Soviet
Premier heeded the naval quarantine and
turned back many of his ships to Cuba and
President Kennedy sought advice from Thant
for negotiations. The naval confrontation was
averted.
U Thant foresaw the Russians would
dismantle the missiles in exchange for an
American guarantee not to invade Cuba. He
advocated the idea and formed the basis for
the final agreement. It included the secret
removal of missiles from Turkey. The world
narrowly escaped from the jaws of a nuclear
war.
However, Anderson Jr.’s U-2 plane was shot
down by Soviet missiles on October 27 1962.
The crisis was escalated to an all new
alarming level- Armageddon. Pressure was on
Kennedy to respond militarily. Thant exerted
a powerful pacifying influence on the
EXCOMM and argued for restraint against
Cuba. The same night, Rusk and Kennedy
cited Thant’s peace efforts and a Soviet
pullout.
President Kennedy met with Soviet
Ambassador Dobrynin to secure a peaceful
top secret deal to end the standoff. The
tensest moments of the Cuban Missile Crisis
had ended.

“It is good, Mr. President that you have agreed to have our
representatives meet and begin talks, apparently through
the mediation of U Thant. Consequently, he to some
degree has assumed the role of a mediator and we
consider that he will be able to cope with his responsible
missions, provided, of course, that each party drawn into
this controversy displays good will. “
Chairman Khrushchev to President Kennedy, October 27
1962

U Thant has played a significant role in de-escalating and even
resolving the nuclear standoff between the 2 superpowers.
Gaining Kennedy’s confidence in him to resolve the crisis, he
was diverted from military action.
Primarily, the removal of missiles from Turkey would be made
private to protect United State’s interests of NATO and the
Soviet missiles would still be removed from Cuba. He
mediated the session in such a way that it would be favorable
to United States to avoid war and still maintain their
reputation as leaders. The world would be oblivious to the
missile swap. Therefore, the United States would obviously
agree to the concession.

In the Shadow
The decisions were adopted privately behind the curtains of the
EXCOMM as intent. The Kennedy Administration faced a number
of challenges. In the Republican Party, the Chairman issued a
statement condemning Kennedy’s foreign policy and termed
Cuba as a symbol of the tragic failure of the administration.
President Kennedy was under the scrutiny of the watchful
Republicans. The political landscape was unstable and everyone
was skeptical. Either decision he chooses, he is bound to face
withering attacks from Republicans and conservative Democrats.

U Thant: Burmese
diplomat and served as
the Secretary General of
the United Nations from
30 November 1961 to 3
December 1971
EXCOMM: Executive
Committee of the
National Security
Council, a body of 12
officials of the United
States government; set
up on October 22 1962
to advise President
during the crisis

David Dean Rusk:
United States Secretary
of State from 1961 to
1969

Anatoly Fyodorovich
Dobrynin: Soviet
Ambassador to the
United States from 1962
to 1986

U Thant welcoming
Kennedy in the UN
Headquarters

The response would snowball and the enemy would
suffer an assured destruction.
A British Political
cartoon of 29
October 1962.

Through nuclear deterrence, both powers found it
irrational to press the button and strike his
opponent. This has much compelled the United
States to accede to the Soviet Union’s trade of
national safety.

The caption read:
“Ok Mr. President,
let’s talk”
Review!
What do you think
was the purpose of
this political cartoon
in Britain?

Conclusion

There was a storm of opposition and many lamented
Kennedy’s caution even after solving the crisis.
Critics on the right attacked the White House for not acting
more aggressively to use tough military options to oust
Castro’s government once and for all. Critics on the left
meanwhile have faulted Kennedy for causing the unnecessary
extraordinary tension which could be diplomatically solved.

The history of the Cuban Missile Crisis is one
constantly reflected upon. It was the 13 days where
nuclear missiles brought the world to a brink of a
war. What emerged was the Kennedy-Khrushchev
Pact which was made secret since the United States
had to maintain its reputation in NATO and its
stigma as the world hegemony- it would always
triumph. Moreover the volatile political climate then
was an arena where Kennedy never dared to mess
in. One leak and there comes the Republicans.

As such, the concessions the United States made was ‘secret’ This was a diplomatic compromise under political
in the Cuban Missile Crisis. America was mostly blinded by war and military pressures. On the thirteenth day at high
and only desired military actions on Cuba. President Kennedy noon, we were seconds away from doomsday.
refused and resorted to a private meeting lest facing violent
oppositions or even forced into nuclear warfare.

Question to
Ponder!
Compare today and the
Cuban Missile Crisis.
Will United States
succumb to North
Korea’s pressure? Or
will there be a nuclear
catastrophe?

Mutually Assured Destruction Theory
This strategic principle was based on the belief where
any attack would result in the annihilation of both
attacker and defender. This is a tense but stable global
peace, applied during the Crisis. The mindset of a “first
move” policy to trigger a nuclear exchange played a
major role in tweaking both leaders’ mindsets away
from arms. Nuclear deterrence served as the central
strategy in the Crisis between the Soviet Union and the
United States.

Further Readings:
http://www.wilsoncenter.
org/sites/default/files/CW
IHPBulletin8-9_p5.pdf

Acknowledgements:
http://www.walterdorn.org/pub/153

The logic behind it was both perverse and enthralling. In
essence, it meant that under any Soviet attack, the
United States would have the nuclear firepower to
survive a first wave and strike back.

http://www.smithsonianmag.com/history/learn
ing-from-the-missile-crisis-68901679/?no-ist
http://www.johndclare.net/cold_war16.htm
http://www2.gwu.edu/~nsarchiv/nsa/cuba_mi
s_cri/moment.htm
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Operation
Barbarossa:
A military operation in
which Nazi Germany
invaded the USSR.
Began on 22 June
1941.

World War II:
Spying On Spies
What role did intelligence and espionage play in Operation Barbarossa?

Abwehr:
The German military
intelligence agency
from 1921-1944.

GRU:
“Glaynoye
Razvedyvatel’noye
Upravleniye”
Main Intelligence
Directorate (Russia).
This is the Soviet’s
intelligence agency
during WWII.

Operation Barbarossa:
Were the Leaders Careless?
Operation Barbarossa is regarded
as one of the most careless military
operations executed by Hitler, and had an
originally poor response by Stalin. On the
22nd of June, 1941, Hitler had launched a
‘surprise’ attack on the USSR, mobilising
troops from then controlled Poland,
Finland and Romania. Despite Stalin
saying himself in a speech on 5 May, 1941
that war with Germany was going to
happen, the invasion was still regarded as
a surprise. Stalin’s lack of preparations
had allowed the initial phase of Operation
Barbarossa to be successful, but in such a
dire situation such as wartime, could
Stalin really not have known about the
date of the attack? Or was there another
reason for not having a strong preventive
measure to the invasion?

Source A
A translated portion of Hitler’s book, Mein Kampf (page
655). He states his interest in seeing to the fall of the USSR.
Even though he published his book in 1925, why do you
think Stalin was still unprepared for the invasion?
“For centuries Russia drew nourishment from this Germanic
nucleus of its upper leading strata. Today it can be regarded as
almost totally exterminated and extinguished. It has been replaced
by the Jew. Impossible as it is for the Russian by himself to shake
off the yoke of the Jew by his own resources, it is equally
impossible for the Jew to maintain the mighty empire forever. He
himself is no element of organisation, but a ferment of
decomposition. The Persian empire in the east is ripe for collapse.”
-Adolf Hitler, Mein Kampf 1925

When
improbable
situations
occur, the grey hats are sure to be at work.
While some profess they play a supportive
or negligible role during times of war, this
article argues that information, and
disinformation, play a crucial role during
military operations. Espionage does have
its important role, with the various powers
investing into agencies such as the Abwehr
for Germany, the NKVD (The People’s
Commissariat for Internal Affairs) and
GRU (Chief Intelligence Dictatorate) for
the USSR being established. Evidence
strongly indicates that the decisions and
actions taken by the leaders were heavily
dependent on the information gathered. It
could also then be said that disinformation
and counter-espionage would be just as
powerful.
This is no different in the case of
Operation Barbarossa, in which espionage
contributed heavily to the decisions and
ultimately, the outcome of the operation.
It played a critical role in the great scheme
of things, and does not allow for any
margin of error.

Radio Comms Interception
Code breaking and intercepting of radio
communications by the GRU was a crucial
factor in obtaining intelligence during war.
While the Abwehr also did intercept radio
messages of the USSR, they obtained a
substantial amount of their information
through
interrogating
prisoners.
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Keyword:
A word used to code
a message using a
transposition on letters.
The keyword is placed
at the beginning of the
alphabet. This is a
transposition cipher.

Cryptological
Security:
Refers to the state of
messages which are
securely coded, safe
from decryptions of
the coded message.

However, the German radio
communicators got lazy and made
mistakes. As a rule of cryptological
security, no two plaintext messages
should be coded using the same keyword
or settings, for any interceptors would
then be able to detect a pattern between
the two messages, hence able to figure
out how the message was coded. During
the period leading up to Operation
Barbarossa, there were a number of
‘parallel’ messages, meaning that each
message would have the same settings
and keyword. In the most extreme cases,
there were up to 40 messages which were
sent with the same settings. This made it
easier for the GRU to decrypt these
messages. In May 1940, they finally
managed to solve for the settings of the
machine, due to the mistakes the German
senders made.

Source B
A graph displaying the large number of
intercepted German messages during the time
period leading up to and during Operation
Barbarossa due to the complacency of the radio
operators.

With this many people being
involved,
an
interception
of
communication and a failed encryption is
fatal to those 3 million lives, and the
likelihood of failure of an operation is
increased with the number of people
involved
and
the
number
of
communication lines which exist, as any
information relayed to the enemy could be
used to their advantage and turn the war
in their favour. Hence, the success of the
respective agents of decoding the
encrypted messages was pivotal to
Operation Barbarossa. Even before the
operation had commenced, Swedish
Intelligence had managed to decode and
collect intelligence about this military
operation. This information was then
relayed to Stalin, who then had access to
the plans of the operation, along with
troop strength, supply lines and machine
production in Germany which was going
to be used for the invasion. This
information was crucial and could have
changed the outcome of war. However,
despite the pivotal role Swedish spies had
played, Stalin did not act on this
intelligence. This failure to act had led to
the original success of Operation
Barbarossa.

Source C
A cartoonist’s impression of Operation Barbarossa,
drawn in June 1941. With so many signs pointing to
the invasion beforehand, why do you think Stalin
was still so surprised by it, as shown in the cartoon?
What does the cartoon reveal about Hitler’s feelings
towards the invasion?

Plaintext:
The original, clean
version of the message
without being
encoded.

Question:
What does the number
of intercepted
messages imply? Do
you think Operation
Barbarossa should
have been a success?

Radio
messaging
between
different military divisions of the Nazis is
a medium used for communicating with
one another important information such
as their position in a battle, or requests
such as needing more medical supplies or
soldiers to continue fighting a battle.
Specifically to Operation Barbarossa, the
USSR could use the interception of this
medium and encryption to their
advantage. The larger the operation, the
more important communication was
between divisions. Operation Barbarossa
is the biggest military operation to date,
with over 3 million soldiers being
involved.
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Stalin’s Failure to Prepare
On Time
Germanschriber:
An encryption device
used by Germans
during WWII. Mainly
used on the field. It
was made by Siemens.

Enigma:
Another encryption
machine used by the
Germans. Used mainly
by the head office,
including Hitler himself.

Blockade of
Germany 1939-1945:
The Blockade of
Germany began after
the declaration of war
by Britain and France
on Germany, on 3
September 1939. This
was 2 days after Nazi
Germany had invaded
Poland.
This is also known as
the “Economic Wars”.

But why didn’t he prepare on
time? Was he really that naive, or was
there another reason behind his
‘ignorance’? It was inevitable that Hitler
was going to war with USSR. Stalin did
not expect the invasion in June, 1941, and
had not prepared for it. Military airplanes
weren’t covered and hidden, troops were
not equipped well enough for the war to
defend the borders, and The Red Army
was in disarray when the Germans
attacked. Was there a reason behind his
lack of preparedness?
On top of Swedish intelligence,
through code breaking and decryption of
German messages sent through the
Geheimschreiber, one of the encrypting
machines of the Germans the GRU had
managed to gather intelligence that
Germany were mobilising their troops in
East Prussia, Romania and Finland. On 4
June, 1941, the GRU had managed to
intercept encrypted German radio
communications,
which
strongly
indicated that German troops were being
transferred to east of Rovaniemi,
northern Finland. Units would arrive
from Germany and also Norway. Two
divisions of the German army would be
transferred by sea to Stettin first, from
which they will transit to Oslo, and
following that, Rovaniemi. Spies from the
GRU had managed to decode the
encrypted message. Hence, Stalin was
fully aware of Germany’s movements.

Source D
A picture of the Blockade of Germany (1939-1945) before
Operation Barbarossa. How drastically do you think tension
has harmed Germany’s economy during the Economic Wars?

Further Reading:
http://ww2.debello.ca
/1942/atlantic/blocka
de.html

However,
the
Abwehr
had
managed to use the decryption of radio
messages against the GRU. In 1941,
Germany was already in a conflict with the
British. Furthermore, the British also
imposed a blockade around Germany,
limiting their ability to gain resources.
Even though it was known that Germany
was going to invade the USSR, it would
have been foolish to expect a full-scale
invasion, because of the notion that
Germany was not getting enough
resources to fund the war. The Abwehr
were aware of this, and even though it was
not true, they used this notion to their
advantage.

They
proceeded
to
feed
disinformation to the GRU and NKVD
through many channels to claim that only
a border incident was imminent at
Ukraine. One of which was through
Latvian journalist Orest Berlinks, who was
working for the Abwehr. He had claimed
that the troop movements of the Germans
were a mere bluff. Furthermore, the
Abwehr implied that they were just going
to invade Ukraine and demand for war
supplies, instead of conducting a full scale
war.
The
GRU
had
intercepted
purposefully placed messages stating that
industrial areas and regions of Ukraine
containing resources were to be occupied
by German troops in May 1941. Despite
there being conflicting evidences of the
full-scale invasion, the Abwehr had
managed to pass them off as, supposedly,
fake. These messages had led Stalin to
believe that only a border conflict in one
region would occur, leaving the USSR
unprepared. Their bluff had made up for
their
failure
of
counter-espionage
regarding earlier radio interception and
decryption of messages. Espionage is
definitely playing a pivotal role in this
instance.
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Question:
What do you think are
some limitations of
espionage as tools of
war?

Question:
How much do you
think should be
invested into
intelligence compared
to other aspects of a
country’s defence?

Further Readings:
Espionage And Covert
Operations: A Global
History, Vejas Gabriel
Liulevicius
Codebreakers, Bengt
Beckman

Abwehr’s Failure
Despite the strong opening of
Operation Barbarossa, during the course
of the invasion, The Red Army had
managed to stall. Afterwards, they even
managed multiple counter offensives
against the German troops. This had
caused them to eventually, lose the war.
With such a strong initial phase of the
war, why was it that Hitler did not
manage to overcome The Red Army after
that?
The Abwehr did not manage to
obtain correct information about the total
strength, and the efficiency of The Red
Army. Instead of the previously thought
200 divisions, the USSR could field in
400 divisions of troops when mobilising
all of its resources, most of which were
Siberian divisions. It was as if the
German army, by the time they reached
Moscow, had to fight a whole new Red
Army - again. Throughout June to
September, they were convinced that they
were nearing victory, after killing and
taking prisoner millions of Soviet
soldiers. But by the time the German
troops reached Moscow, the USSR had
over a million soldiers defending it.
The Abwehr had failed in
gathering the intelligence necessary
regarding the USSR. Infiltration
espionage of the Abwehr was lacking.
Before the beginning Operation
Barbarossa, they did not possess
information on deployment tactics,
economic status and communication
networks of the USSR. Despite there
being up to 35 times more German spy
activity in the USSR from April to June
1941, they had not managed to collect this
information.

Works Cited:
Intelligence and National Security, Horst Boog
Codebreakers: Arne Beurling and the Swedish Crypto Program During
World War II – Bengt Beckman (Page 119)
Cryptocellar Article:
http://cryptocellar.web.cern.ch/cryptocellar/ulfving/node7.html
Chris Intel Corner: http://chris-intel-corner.blogspot.sg/2012/10/germandisinformation-operations.html
World War II – Deception, Espionage and Total War, Hacienda Publishing

This was due to the fact that
majority of their efforts were focussed on
the frontier states. This could be inferred
by the fact that the only detailed
intelligence reports were on the states
closer to Germany and not further inland.
The Abwehr had not invested enough
time into intelligence agents in collecting
information about the entire part USSR
which was in itself was intrinsically
secretive. Thus, even more resources
would be necessary to obtain the
intelligence. This was something that the
Abwehr did not provide. Hence, they
underestimated the total strength of the
Red Army, which had led to the failure at
the Battle of Moscow. The careless failure
of the Abwehr regarding intelligence had
costed them, emphasising once again the
need for importance to be placed on
espionage to achieve success, especially
more so during Operation Barbarossa
regarding the USSR since by nature it is
already secretive, stressing the critical
role of espionage.

Implications of Espionage
The failures and successes of
Operation Barbarossa on either side were
due to misinformation, intelligence, and
counter-espionage. Hitler had initial
success due to successful disinformation
provided to the GRU by the Abwehr,
which accounted for the ill-prepared
USSR. Despite the setback of the GRU
being able to decode their encrypted
messages, the Germans had managed to
turn that disadvantage into an advantage
through the use of counter-espionage.
However, due to the lack of accurate
information and the correct intelligence
during the course of Operation
Barbarossa, Hitler did not manage to
carry out the operation to success.
Furthermore, as displayed by Stalin, a
limitation of espionage as a tool of war
would be that the decisions made
ultimately, lie on the people themselves.
As proven, intelligence and
espionage had a critical role to play, with
espionage even being a pivotal factor of
Operation Barbarossa. Had the Abwehr
invested more resources into this factor
during Operation Barbarossa, the
outcome could have been better for them.

Was Hitler good as
Darius Tay

a military strategist
and commander?
Understanding the strategy and decisions Hitler made throughout
WWII

Adolf Hitler studies a Russian war
map with General Field Marshal
Walter Von Brauchitsch, left,
German commander in chief, and
Chief of Staff Col. General Franz
Halder, on August 7, 1941.

Hitler: Military Strategist and
Commander?

Sudetenland –1938, Britain and
France gave the Sudetenland away
to Germany, Chamberlain signed the
Munich Agreement with Hitler.
Austria – 1938, Anschluss,
annexation of Austria into Nazi
Germany

Operation Barbarossa –
Germany’s invasion of Soviet Union
in 1941

It has often been argued whether
Hitler was a good commander and
strategist. At the beginning of World
War II, Hitler could definitely be
considered a good military strategist
and commander. He knew what his
opponents feared and exploited
their weakness. This can be seen
where he knew of Britain and
France’s unwillingness to go to war
and strategized to take a huge part
of Europe for free, namely
Sudetenland and Austria. But why
and how did Germany lose World

War II when Hitler was the one
commanding the army, which can
be seen when he had the whole
army under his control in 1941?
Was he a good military strategist
and commander, making smart
decisions during different battles?

Strategy: Blitzkrieg
The strategy adopted by Germany
early in World War II, used in some
of the key historic battles such as
Operation Barbarossa, Invasion
of Poland. This strategy was
suggested to Hitler by Heinz

been training in the Soviet Union
since 1922 under different
situations (as the Treaty of
Versailles
prevented
the
Germans from training their
troops in Germany), and hence
had plenty of experience to
make Blitzkrieg work. Hence
Hitler was a genius in this aspect
and could be said to be a great
strategist by taking advantage of
these factors, knowing his army
is better trained and armed, and
fighting the Allies with superior
military strategies, troops and
technology.

| Why do you think Germany
was able to train her troops in
Soviet Union? |

Treaty of Versailles – 1919. a
peace treaty at the end of WWI
which imposed very harsh
punishments on Germany

Source A: A diagram of how Blitzkrieg was
carried out in Russia, 1942

Guderian and it was based on
coordination,
movement
and
speed. Although Hitler was not the
one who came up with this
strategy, he did see the potential in
the strategy and used it many
times in succession in the early
periods on World War II. In fact,
Blitzkrieg was so effective to the
extent that the Allies could not
respond fast enough to the attacks
and Germany had conquered
many parts of Europe in the matter
of weeks.
Now why was this strategy so
successful? There are several
reasons. Firstly, the Allies was not
prepared for this kind of warfare in
the early periods of World War II as
they still were fighting like how they
did in World War I, using outdated
strategies and technology, such as
fighting using trench warfare.
Hence the Allies had no prior
experience to Blitzkrieg and had no
ways to counter this perfectly
coordinated
attack.
Another
reason is that Germany’s troops
were more well-trained and had
better coordination than the Allied
troops which made the strategy
work. The German troops had

Commander: Illogical
Decision
However, Hitler could make
illogical decisions as well. An
example would be probably one
of Hitler’s most famous blunders
of all time, the “stop” order
issued at Dunkirk, which allowed
about 338 000 men from the
Allied force to be rescued (see
Source B). Now why did Hitler do
this? It does not make any
sense. There are many different
explanations for this but all of
them are just speculations.
Whatever the reason, the
implications it had brought are
definitely serious and helped the
Allied forces to find a way to
defeat him. After the evacuation,
British propaganda had begun
to spread about the successful
evacuation at Dunkirk and this
greatly boosted the morale of the
Allied forces, which was the best
gift Hitler could ever give to the
Allies. These soldiers that were
rescued also formed a basis for
Britain and France to form their
new armies as veteran soldiers,
armed with the knowledge of
German strategies and

Trench Warfare – a form of land
warfare using occupied fighting lines
consisting largely of trenches, in
which troops are significantly
protected from the enemy's small
arms fire and are substantially
sheltered from artillery.

Propaganda - a form of
communication aimed towards
influencing the attitude of the
community toward some cause or
position.

either starving or dying
from diseases. Even after
being faced with these
problems, Hitler was still
insistent on fighting. He
foolishly decided to send
supplies by air transport
but most were shot down
before
reaching
the
German soldiers. This also

| Why do you think the Battle
of Stalingrad dragged from
summer to winter and why
Hitler was so insistent on
fighting? |

Source B: Allied troops evacuating from Dunkirk in a
fishing boat, 1940

technology after experiencing them.
Through this mistake, Hitler had given
the Allies a fighting chance and he
increased his chances of losing the
war. Hence Hitler’s decision was
foolish and his capabilities as a
military strategist and commander are
lacking.

Commander: Stubbornness

German Sixth Army - known for
fighting in the Battle of Stalingrad,
during which it became the first
entire German field army to be
completely destroyed. After the
battle of Stalingrad, approximately
107,800 soldiers of the 6th Army
entered Soviet captivity; only about
6,000 survived the captivity.

Hitler’s own stubbornness to change
his mind has led him to his downfall. A
prime example of this is another one
of Hitler’s greatest mistake which
could have been the most impactful
one which caused him to have lost
World War II, The Battle of Stalingrad.
The entire German Sixth Army was
lost in the battle and everyone
believed that Hitler would eventually
lose World War II. This time, Hitler had
made a huge error in judgement
throughout the whole Battle of
Stalingrad and was very stubborn
throughout. He did not manage to
take over Soviet Union in time and
dragged the war to winter. He had
underestimated the harsh Russian
winter and thus his troops were illequipped for the winter. This caused
most of the German soldiers to suffer
greatly from frostbite and the cold,
and this allowed the Soviets to launch
counter-offensives. Food, medical
supply and ammunition are also in
shortage, and the soldiers are

caused Hitler to lose a lot of his
aircraft and supplies. Hitler also
did not allow his army to
surrender but fight to the last man
standing, due to his belief that the
morale of the soldiers could win
any battle. Hence, his lack of
foresight and stubbornness was
what ultimately caused Hitler to
lose the entire Sixth Army and a
"My hands
for, and have
large
part are
of done
Germany’s
army,
been ever since the beginning of
contributing a lot to the reason he
December. The little finger of my
lost
leftWWII.
hand is missing and - what's
even worse - the three middle
fingers of my right one are
frozen. I can only hold my mug
with my thumb and little finger.
I'm pretty helpless; only when a
man has lost any fingers does he
see how much he needs then for
the smallest jobs. The best thing I
can do with the little finger is to
shoot with it. My hands are
finished."
Anonymous German soldier

lose the entire Sixth Army and
a large part of Germany’s
army, contributing a lot to the
reason he lost WWII.

Distrust of
Subordinates
Hitler made himself Führer of
the German state in 1934, and
became Commander-in-Chief
of the armed forces in 1938,
Commander-in-Chief of the
army in 1941, essentially
making him in charge of the

whole
of
Germany’s
military.
Hitler
distrusted
his
generals as they
would normally
disagree with his
decisions
and
hence he wanted
full control of the
German
army.
This can be seen
where his commanders disagreed
Hitler’s decision for the German
troops to stay in Russia in the Battle
of Stalingrad and wanted the troops
to retreat, calling the delusional
commander that it was foolish to
continue the war in Russia. This was
what caused most of his failures as
he does not listen to his military
commanders’ advice and continued
on with his plans. In fact he would be
the one who would come up with a
grand strategy and no one was
allowed to come up with one, or had
to inform him, seen where in 1945,
21st January, Hitler orders all of his
commanders to inform in advance of
any operation that their units are
going to execute. He also did not
make sensible and logical decisions,
as seen in the Battle of Stalingrad,
where he believed the will of the
soldiers would win the battle, rather
than letting them retreat. Due to this,
most of his commanders hated him
and tried to assassinate him, as they
believed this lunatic was leading
Germany to her doom. There have
been about 26 assassination
attempts (see source C) on Hitler.
Towards the end of World War II, his
military commanders had given up
and are prepared for Germany’s
defeat and blamed the downfall of
Germany on Hitler, describing him
as a fool and criticising him.

Source C - The attempt on July
1944 came close to succeeding,
Hitler was saved as the bomb was
deflected away and the blast
shielded by the conference table leg.
This attempt was done by senior
German Army officers.

Source C: The Wolf’s Lair conference room
right after the explosion

Conclusion
Hitler could be considered a good
military strategist and commander
at the beginning through his use of
Blitzkrieg but not at the end of
World War II, and even then he did
not come up with blitzkrieg. At first
he did manage to conquer a large
part of Europe, using manipulative
strategies before the war and many
successful victories during the early
parts of World War II, and it would
seem that he would win World War
II. However, as the war progresses,
we see that he was just lucky with
all his other victories. As the war
continued, he was not as lucky
anymore, and made a lot of major
mistakes, illogical and rash
decisions, did not listen to his
commanders and Germany paid a
very heavy price. A good military
strategist and commander would
listen to the advice of those around
him, and earn support and trust
from them. Early on, Hitler did listen
to his commanders, which can be
seen where he saw the potential
and adopted the Blitzkrieg strategy
and succeeded. Hitler never was a
great military strategist and
commander and he should just stay
as a politician and give speeches.
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Woodrow Wilson’s
Fourteen Points
To what extent were Wilson's 14 points realised in the Treaty of Versailles?

G

ermany‟s signing of an armistice
at 11am on 11th November 1918
marked the end of the catastrophic World War 1. The end of WW1 saw
the emergence of a hero, US President Woodrow Wilson, who led the country whose intervention in the war helped the allies bring defeat to Germany. He was highly regarded and
received great political power because of the
strong and rising economy of the US. Also,
the victorious Allies sought US' help in terms
of loans to help them rebuild their war-torn
economy. Additionally, Wilson was the moral
figure and leader of peacemaking in the post
war period as exemplified by his speech about
his idea and vision of international peace. The
highly-popular Fourteen Points which Wilson
laid down were based on democracy and justice rather than „unfair victor‟s justice which
Wilson believed that losers would be determined to reclaim what is lost rather than accept its defeat. These principles were what
Wilson believed were key to unlocking peace
and prosperity.

Wilson's Fourteen Points could be summarised into a few main points aside from 8
points the territorial boundary-changes.

1.

Absolute freedom of navigation on seas
including foreign waters.

2.

Removal of all economic barriers and
equality of trade.

3.

National disarmaments are to be reduced to the minimum.

4.

Recognising self determination of sates.

5.

The creation of the League of Nations.

Along with the armistice of Germany came the
Paris Peace Conference for which 28 representatives of countries were present to discuss on the terms of the Treaty of Versailles
and the establishment of a peaceful future.
The three main men in the conference, US's
Woodrow Wilson, France's Georges Clemenceau and Britain‟s Prime Minister David Lloyd
George, agreed to take Wilson's Fourteen
points as fundamental to the peace treaty.
however, were Wilson's fourteen points really
reflected in the outcome of the conference-the
Treaty of Versailles? This essay would analyse the different difficulties and contradictions
of the treaty of Versailles and Wilson's fourteen points with the causes considered.

Read an online article on the background
of Woodrow Wilson at
http://
www.whitehouse.gov/
about/presidents/
woodrowwilson.

Woodrow Wilson addressing the congress
with his 14 points
speech

1: Open Peace Negotiations

SOURCE A
A cartoon on Wilson’s 14
points in 1919 from Punch

Wilson's first point was about having open
peace negotiations of which people of the
world would be informed and which would
be held in public view. However, ironically,
it was Wilson himself who sacrificed this
first principle of his. He believed that
peace negotiations held in public view
would mean that a fair and just decision
would be made by the authorities, eliminating the possibility of the authorities
making decisions out of self-interest and
also that the voices of the people would
be heard, which would hopefully lead to
the best outcome for the country. It would
have been right and consistent for the
Paris Peace Conference to be held in
public view but contrary to Wilson's wishes, it was not. This was mainly due to
Lloyd George and Clemenceau's decision
that forced Wilson to a compromise. Both
citizens of France and Britain wanted Germany to be punished harshly in their urge
to be compensated for the loss of many
lives and their shattered economy. As
representatives of France and Britain,
they wanted to fight for their countries‟

rights and hence shared the same opinion. Hence, to avoid risking his image and
credibility, Woodrow Wilson made the
treaty negotiations closed to the public,
knowing that the outcome would be harsh
on Germany. This could mean two things:
First being that Wilson was still strongly
hopeful in persuading the other representatives of his vision of future peace or
otherwise he could be covering the extend of which he no longer believed in his
vision of world peace. But either way, the
Paris Peace conference took off to a bad
start, with Wilson compromising on his
first point.

2: Freedom of Seas
Freedom of Seas was Wilson's second
point. This point was rejected during the
negotiations because of British reluctance. The British were reluctant as they
knew from their WWI experience the importance of having a strong navy, and it
was the pride of the British. Self-interest
was clearly evident in the negotiations.
Wilson hence decided to forgo his second
point because it was disadvantageous to
the British.

What is the message the cartoonist
is trying to convey
with regards to the
compromises
made?

2

3

SOURCE C

3: Free Trade
Wilson advocated in his third point of free
trade between all countries. Wilson believed
free and equal trade rights would lead to a
strong international economy which would
bring about sustained peace as relations between countries would improve due to trade,
hence minimising the chances of trade tensions, which could spark another war. Even
though superficially this point on free trade
was hardly mentioned in the Paris Peace
Conference, and not effected in the treaty of
Versailles, it was one of the most violated
point in spirit. The victorious Allies wanted a
"reward" as traditionally the losing party would
have to pay for the costs of the war. The outcome of the peace conference was that Germany to pay 6.6billion pounds in terms of reparations. This enormous amount of reparations was demanded not only to satisfy the
victorious Allies, but to economically cripple
Germany so as to prevent it from initiating future conflicts. This contradicted the notion of
creating a strong international economy and
furthermore strained relations between the
Allies and Germany.

We entered this war because violations
of right had occurred which touched us
to the quick and made the life of our
own people impossible unless they were
corrected and the world secure once for
all against their recurrence. What we
demand in this war, therefore, is nothing peculiar to ourselves. It is that the
world be made fit and safe to live in;
and particularly that it be made safe for
every peace-loving nation which, like
our own, wishes to live its own life, determine its own institutions, be assured
of justice and fair dealing by the other
peoples of the world as against force
and selfish aggression. All the peoples of
the world are in effect partners in this
interest, and for our own part we see
very clearly that unless justice be done
to others it will not be done

SOURCE B
“Rear view” Carey Orr in
response to the Treaty of
Versailles and Wilson’s
14 points

Compare sources B and
C, do you think Wilson’s
compromise was due to
self interests or was he
simply too idealistic?

although Wilson did not support the extent of
the reparations, in this situation he compromised his own beliefs

4: Disarmament

Point 4-disarmament-is one that is evident in
the treaty of Versailles. However, at the same
time it is not in line with the point's notion of
international disarmament. Just like the reparations, the Allies also wanted to militarily cripple Germany through disarmament and went
great lengths to bring Germany's disarmament
to the maximum possible extent. The treaty of
Versailles saw Germany's military strength
Post-war Germany was clearly socially and
reduced to 100,000 men, along with the deeconomically devastated. Yet, in spite of bemilitarisation of the Rhineland. Such drastic
ing fully aware of its situation, the allies used measures were put in place as many, felt that
their influence and made the amount as high Germany would go to war again, unless their
military was weakened. Wilson was more than
as possible to benefit at the expense of Germany. This was the easiest and quickest way willing to see through Germany‟s disarmament with the support of majority. But he had
for France and Britain to rebuild their economy and at the same time disable Germany by intended disarmament to be on an internationdepriving it any resources to build its military. al scale. Article 8 of the Treaty of Versailles
had plans for global disarmament, but the burOnce again, self-interest was placed before
den of disarmament was disproportionately
fairness. This was entirely inconsistent with
and unfairly borne by Germany. As a whole,
the fundamental principles that the fourteen
although this point was reflected in the treaty
points was based on—justice. But however
of Versailles, it was unfair towards Germany,

Extent of disarmament:


Army reduced to
100,00 men



limit its navy to 24
ships with no submarines



naval personnel
not to exceed
15,000



abandon all military and naval aviation

3

Before WW1

4

After WW1

most important factor in preventing any repetition of war.
The League of Nations included all sovereign states except Germany which only joined at a later date. Article
10 states that in any case of aggression, there will be a
Points 5-13 saw the redrawing of
after WW1, did
collective action taken against the aggressor. The followterritorial
boundaries
which
included
these changes
the restoration of Alsace-Lorraine to ing articles described the procedures for peaceful conflict
bring about
resolution. Hence, the creation of the League of nations
France, the independence Polish
peace as intend- state, restoration of Belgium, Turkey truly realised Wilson‟s fourteenth point.
as the only European state from the
ed by Wilson?
Ottoman empire, etc. However, the Conclusion
treaty of Versailles went far more
The Paris Peace conference held in January 1919 was
than what changes mentioned in the Fourteen Points
one important meeting that would determine the postprescribed. As another measure to cripple Germany the WW1 future of the world. Woodrow Wilson's fourteen
German empire was divided, and states that had large
points was sought as a basis in the drafting of the Treaty
majority of German populations were ceded to the newly of Versailles. Addressing the perceived causes of War
set-up Czechoslovakia and Poland. This outright contra- and plans of peace was indeed popular in that period of
diction of point five where Wilson strongly advocated self "scrambling for peace". But the outcome of the conferdetermination and nationalism was however seen as
ence was one which had shifted from the original agenda
necessary to split Germany apart to prevent it from get- of the Fourteen Points and the foundational principles of
ting any more powerful. But as to the German colonies,
collective security to the single purpose of crippling Gerself determination did not arise at all. Britain tried to an- many to avoid future aggression in an attempt for the Alnex the German colonies but that was rejected by Willies to make a better world for themselves. Although it is
son, who decided that these states should fall under the debatable if Wilson's fourteen points were realistic, in my
jurisdiction of the League of Nations, more of which will
own opinion it was too impractical and unrealistic to have
be discussed below. The dissolution of the German em- been adopted by all nations, especially when France and
pire showed how Wilson's fifth point with regard to selfBritain were hell-bent on maximising their own gain. This
determination was not taken seriously, if at all. The Allies was like Wilson bringing a bible to a poker game. Also, I
were also not convinced of this point, which was clearly believe that Wilson remained committed to the fourteen
not realised in their own colonies. Hence just like the
points although he made many compromises due to oblipoints above, this point was clearly ignored in the Treaty gation and for Britain's and France's sake. But however,
of Versailles.
the compromises made were too great in extent and only
the last point was realised in the treaty. Even though it
14: League of Nations
may seem as if Wilson's points were inconsequential and
did not come into play, the last point actually made a
Wilson's last point concerned the establishment of the
huge impact in terms of dealing with disputes using
League of Nations, which he believed would be vital for
collective security and international peace making. This peaceful means, instead of resolving them as it was
done traditionally through violent means. Indeed, Wilwas the most prominent and in fact the greatest point
son's fourteen points to a considerable extent were realrealised in the Treaty of Versailles. It could be deduced
ised in the fourteen points despite the numerous
from the many sacrifices and compromises he made in
compromises made.
order to gain the Allies‟ approval on the League of Nations that Wilson perceived collective security to be the
Compare the map of
Europe before and

5-13: Redrawing of territorial boundaries

Samuel Wong

DOES THE NAZI RACE THEORY
HAVE ANY SCIENTIFIC BASIS?
Josef Mengele, the Nazi Angel of Death, injected chemicals into Jewish eyes to test if eye colour
could be changed. Can such an act ever be justified?

Nazi Race Theory
Unmentionable hardships that the “Lebensunwertes
Leben" underwent were supported by the Nazi Race
Theory, which condoned the discrimination against
other racial or ethnic groups. To the Nazis, race was
used in a caste system as they believed that each and
every race exhibited certain mental or physical traits.
They adhered to the strict belief that Aryans were the
“master” race and reigned supreme over all other
races. At the bottom of the hierarchy would be those
of non-Aryan origin, who were seen as parasitic as
well as a danger to the community, or generally
regarded as “sub-human”. These included the Jews,
gypsies, homosexuals, the physically and mentally
disabled. In the context of the Nazis, an “Aryan” was
one who was fair-skinned, with a tall build, light hair
(blonde, red, or light brown), eyes of a light colour
(blue, grey, or green) and a narrow skull. Hitler
believed that the Aryans deserved and had the right
to rule the world. The Nazi Race Theory was
developed in order to free the world of “undesirable”
people.
The historical origins of the Nazi Racial Theory can be
traced to Arthur Schopenhauer (22 February 1788 –
21 September 1860) who believed that one’s
intellectual capabilities were inherited.
The famous musician Richard Wagner could also have
influenced Hitler, as he wrote and composed musical
opera’s based on anti-Semitic views. In Hitler’s Mein
Kampf, he praised Wagner as a great revolutionary,
claiming that he had no forerunners except for
Wagner. Thus the Nazi Race Theory was developed by
Hitler and his personal secretary Hans Michael Frank
as a way to combine all Nazi views into a single
coherent policy.

Beliefs and Thoughts
While others might argue that it was simply just extreme
racism, I believe that there is a scientific basis for the Nazi Race
Theory despite its controversial intent. Eugenics and
Genealogy can be considered scientific because they fulfil the
criteria of being theories that are testable and repeatable
which provides a credible explanation of how the world
worked. However, it must be acknowledged that the Nazi Race
Theory were influenced more by the ethical and moral roots
present in Nazi Germany than any scientific theories which
underpin its existence. Nazi racism and Hitler’s beliefs of Nazi
Germany was the moral basis of the Nazi Race Theory. This
suggest that the science behind it was not as fundamental to
its origins as we would like to think, making the scientific
justifications a convenient scapegoat.

of countries such as Singapore. In 2008, Lee Kuan Yew
said in a Human Capital Summit that “You marry a
non-graduate, then you are going to worry if your son
or daughter is going to make it to university.” This
implied a selecting mating where one should find a
spouse at an equivalent intellectual level.
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Key Ideas

Eugenics revolved around the idea of selection of the
“fittest” based on specific characteristics, which the
Nazis used to select their “desired” group of Aryans
at the expense of the “sub-humans”.

i
c

Genealogy involved the tracing of each family tree
using genetic analysis and was used by the Nazis to
determine the racial purity of each individual.
Eugenics
Eugenics was adapted by the Nazis after they noticed that the
eugenics program had worked remarkably well in California
where it had subjected more people to forced sterilisation
than any other state in the United States combined. More
than 20000 people were forcefully sterilised and this
prevented the “dirty” people of California from reproducing.
Eugenics was originally developed by Francis Galton as he
believed that desirable traits could be inherited through your
parents. It is the belief and practice of improving the genetic
quality of a human population. It is a form of social genetic
engineering in which leaders of a country isolate the best
among the gene pool, while allowing those that are
undesirable to be systematically eradicated. This was exactly
what the Nazis had practiced. Using the techniques from
science research, Hitler inferred that the quality of human
kind can be controlled just as how animals can be selectively
bred. If the genetic law of livestock breeding was closely
practised and followed, desirable characteristics from both
parents would surface on their offspring while undesirable
characteristics were eradicated. In order to “select” these
desirable characteristics, the Nazis had to isolate the “Fitter”
from the “Weaker”. The “Aryans” were deemed the “fitter”
ones compared to the “non-Aryans”. For example, in the
implementation of the Nazi Eugenics program, there was
forced sterilisation of people with hereditary defects.
Moreover, there were undocumented killings of the infirm in
gas chambers where pure carbon monoxide gas was used.
Hence, this allowed a constant “gene looping” in which
certain characteristics were constantly repeated within the
population by breeding parents that manifested these traits.
This ensured a gene vitality in which only the best survived.
Ideas like these are still espoused by leaders

Genealogy
The Nazi race theory was also based on the
Genealogy of Humans. Genealogy is the study of
families and tracing their path in history using
mainly genetic analysis. It originated from the
Western societies where genealogical research was
systemised where they attempted to secure one’s
social standing in a state. This played a crucial part
in the development of the basis of Nazi Race Theory
as the Nazis did not want to have a society rampant
with the disabled. This implied that in order to have
an ideal society, a trace of each person’s family tree
would be needed to identify defective people and
then through a eugenic selection remove them.
This ideas behind Genealogy were put into practice
in Nazi Germany as those who were seen as
defective were proactively eradicated. This was
rooted in the idea that mental disability, and even
physical disability, was highly hereditary. These
ideas were even passed into law such as the July 14,
1933 Law for the Prevention of Hereditarily
Diseased Offspring. It had led to the creation of
centres where people underwent procedures that
determined their racial hygiene through thorough
examination of one’s family tree. This enabled the
Nazis to identify all defective elements in the society
and through a human intervened eugenic selection,
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remove them. Hence Genealogy helped the Nazi scientists
identify the sources from which the babies with handicaps
were born, annihilate the root causes and allowed the
Nazis to move towards a nation of uniculturalism.
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Ghettos –
Segregated
segments of a
city

With present technology, science can now be used to
determine the characteristics of infants not even born.
Such methods are known as Ultrasonography and are
useful in giving couples an idea of the gender of their
offspring. Hence with modern day science, Nazi Genealogy
can still be repeated, proving that the Nazi Race Theory
does have a scientific basis.

Furthermore, there was the propagation of racism
throughout Nazi Germany mainly by the
propaganda minister, Joseph Goebbels. He was
responsible for “brainwashing” the people of
Germany to think in the way the Nazis thought. He
set up the Reich Chamber of Commerce in 1933
which dealt with all forms of media and literature.
Under the leadership of Goebbels, they
propagated the beliefs and aims of the Nazis. For
example, cinemas in Nazi Germany were only
allowed to showcase movies which propagated
Nazi regimes and anti-seimatic views. One famous
movie was the “Eternal Jew” which vilified the
Jews, making them seem like rats, this reinforced
the Nazi views on the Jewish people. Furthermore,
Jewish businesses were disallowed and books
portraying the Nazi’s anti-seimatic views were
produced. Thus the use of propaganda openly
portraying the Nazi’s racial mind-set helped
exemplify Nazi Racism where the Nazis wanted a
nation purely made out of the Aryan race with the
Nordic race reigning over all the sub-Aryan groups.

Nazi Racism
However, it must be acknowledged that the Nazi race
theory was also informed by their deeply ingrained
attitude of their superiority, based on the conception
that they descended from the most superior subgroup of
the Aryan race—the Nordics. They believed that the
“Aryans” were racially pure and had excellent genes.
Consequently, he believed that those of non-Aryan blood
were racially impure and should be removed from the
society to prevent further contamination. Homosexuals
were castrated as a form of deterrence and punishment.
People who had physical or mental disabilities were
subjected to sterilisation and stigmatisation. Jews were
forced out of their citizenship and forced into segregated
Ghettos which divided the Aryans from the Non-Aryans.
These undesirables were abolished on a national level,
from the social hierarchy in Germany and disallowed to
mix with the superior “Aryan” Germans.

Source G
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Social Darwinism
Social Darwinism has been used as a scientific basis in
support of the Nazi Race Theory, although its relevance
to the race theory is highly contested. It was used to
describe the concept that all living things live in a world
where there is competition for existence. Such natural
selection eventually results in the “Survival of the
Fittest”. It uses the theory of evolution to demonstrate
how the human race adapts to its ever-changing
environment without human intervention. Instead,
they advocate a political and economic system that
encourages competition within the society. This allows
evolution to occur as the people of that society would
learn to adapt in order to win. Prima facie, the Nazi
Race Theory seems to support the idea of

Social Darwinism as it shows the weeding out of the weaker.
However, the idea of Social Darwinism involves natural selection that
allowed the “survival of the fittest” which presents a direct contradiction
to the Nazi Race theory. In the case of Nazi Germany, there was active
intervention of the Nazis which prevented the “weak” from even having
an opportunity to overthrow the “strong”, as seen from the excerpt by
Konrad Lorenz warning of the dire consequences if “inferior elements are
not effectively eliminated from a [healthy] population”. The Nazis
perceived natural selection as one where the weak was eradicated from
the society and then the strong allowed to thrive in a state of nature. This
brings out a question: If these supposedly “superior” Nazi Aryans needed
to actively remove the weaker ones from the society by the use of
forceful measure, can they even be considered strong in the first place?
The paradox that lies at the heart of Social Darwinism leads one to
question the extent to which it is consistent and applicable to the Nazi
race theory.

Source H
Konrad Lorenz on one Social Darwinism in Nazi
Germany.
Just as in cancer the best treatment is to eradicate
the parasitic growth as quickly as possible, the
eugenic defence against the dysgenic social effects
of afflicted subpopulations is of necessity limited to
equally drastic measures …. When these inferior
elements are not effectively eliminated from a
[healthy] population, then—just as when the cells of
a malignant tumour are allowed to proliferate
throughout the human body—they destroy the host
body as well as themselves.

Conclusion
In conclusion, while there is a documented scientific basis for the Nazi Race Theory, we should not overlook
the ethics behind this science. According to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, every human being is
born free, born with the right to live, should not be subject to cruelty, born equal in the eyes of the Law and
have the right to his or her own freedom of thought and religion. In trying to choose who they want in their
society, the Nazis had essentially undertaken the role of God and violated the rights of all under their rule. The
Nazis wanted to make Germany perfect with their ideals of perfection. In their quest for homogeneity, they
failed to realise that only with imperfections in their society can that society advance to better themselves.
Furthermore, the Nazi Race Theory was largely built on the basis of racism and discrimination in the pursuit
for uniculturalism in Nazi Germany. The first instances of the manifestation of Nazi race theories were evident
in 1933 when the Nazis implemented the eugenics programs. Yet, in Hitler’s Mein Kampf of 1925, he had
already explicitly expressed his Anti-Semitic views and his “quest” towards uniculturalism. Nazi attitudes were
already born before the development of the Nazi Race Theory, lending credibility to the idea that the scientific
basis was a mere coincidence which Hitler took advantage of.
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THE KOREAN WAR
How did history and geography affect the Korean War?

THE WAR BEGINS

A

t the end of the Second
World War, the northern half
of the Korean Peninsula had
been liberated by the Soviet
Union and the southern half
was liberated by the Americans
and was divided at the 38th
parallel as decided at the
Potsdam Conference of July
1945. In December 1945, the USSoviet Union Joint Commission
decided that the country would
only become independent
after 5 years of control under
its respective superpower. The
people of Korea were against
this decision as they believed
that after 35 years of Japanese
Occupation, they wanted
independence. Therefore, the
people of Korea began to revolt.
By the end of the revolt, the
Southern part of the country
became anti-communist as the
starting of the Cold War began
to influence the American
backed area. The northern side
remained communist, with a
one-party system, much like

Anmol

the Soviet Union. Soon, there
was bitter hostility between the
South and the North.
However, both leaders wanted a
reunification of the country. The
only problem was that which
ideology was to be followed.
In 1950, Kim Il Sung requested
China and the Soviet Union for
help to secure support for his
plan on forceful reunification
of Korea. Both countries
immediately agreed and were
heavily involved in the military
planning. Finally in April, the
small disputes turned into open
warfare. The North Koreans
overwhelmed the South Korean
troops and pushed them back
all the way. Soon the South
reached the highway bridge
across the Han River. Finally
only the small area surrounding
Pusan belonged to the South
Korean troops. By then President
Truman had immediately sent
advisors, supplies and warships
to help in the war effort. He also
pressured the UN to condemn
North Korea’s actions.

Food for thought 1
Why is it so difficult to decide
which ideology to follow?
Research on how ideologies
of a country are decided.

Word 1
Condemn
/kən’ˈdem/
express complete
disapproval of, typically in
public; censure.
In UN, this is done after many
negotiations and resolutions
written by different countries

THE KOREAN WAR
With the help of the US
and UN, the South forces
were quickly able to push
the North’s forces all the
way back, until they nearly
reached the border of Korea
and China. It was here that
China instantly sent 3 million
committed Chinese troops
over, who smashed into US
and UN forces, driving them
backwards. General Douglas
MacArthur of the US troops
had underestimated the power
of the Chinese. The Chinese

Food for thought 2
In what way did Russia help
in the Korean War?
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had been well prepared with
modern weaponry, tanks and
planes. The new North Korean
force pushed the South back,
just crossing the 38th parallel.
In its last effort, the US and
UN troops, together with
South Korea’s, fought back
until they reached stalemate
near the 38th parallel. In
June 1951, peace talks finally
began, although there was
still bitter fighting until 1952,
until President Eisenhower
took over and worked hard to
end the war. Stalin’s death in
Match 1953 made the Chinese
and North Koreans lose
confidence. An armistice was
finally signed in July 1953.
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Fig 2.1: Korean Map depicting the
territorial changes during the war

T

he Korean War was a
relatively fast war. As
shown in Fig 2.1, each side
was able to push each other
to the very edge of the
peninsula within a matter of
months. Geography had an
important role to play in the
movement of troops and was
a deciding factor of victory.
Firstly, the narrow roads
running through Korean
Peninsula, which was only
around 3m in width, restricted
the movement of troops
from both sides. Korea was
a very mountainous country.
The harsh landscapes
made it difficult for military
advancement. This caused
widespread trouble for

THE KOREAN WAR
“A Commission consisting of Australia, Chile, Netherlands, Pakistan,
Philippines, Thailand and Turkey, to be known as the United Nations
Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitiation of Korea, be
established to (i) assume the functions hitherto exercised by the
present United Nations Commission on Korea; (ii) represent the
United Nations in bringing about the establishment of a unified,
independent and democratic government of all Korea; (iii) exercise
such responsibilities in connexion with relief and rehabilitation in
Korea as may be determined by the General Assembly after receiving
the recommendations of the Economic and Social Council. The
United Nations Commission for the Unification and Rehabilitation of
Korea should proceed to Korea and being to carry out its function as
soon as possible;”

both sides as their slow
movement made them
vulnerable to artillery and
gunfire from the opposing
force. The constriction made
it difficult for both sides to
outflank the other and thus
this tactic was ruled out
during the war. Also, civilian
movements blocked the
pathways for troops to pass
through. As quoted from
Source A, “Yet what slowed
down the North’s forces
was the constant refugees
choking the road south.”
As a result of the narrow
peninsula, General MacArthur
devised an intelligent plan
to send the naval X Corps
(Roman Numeral for 10)
warships along the peninsula
and stop at Inchon, where
their position was a deciding
factor. The ships landed
behind North Korea’s forces,
giving the US and UN the
element of surprise which
caused widespread panic
within the North’s forces.
This allowed the US and
UN troops to gain the upper
hand over the war and push

Excerpt from United Nations Resolution 376 (V):
THE PROBLEM OF THE INDEPENDANCE OF KOREA

the opposition back. This
shows that such features
could cause
a drastic
change
to the
course and
outcome of
the war, thus
requiring
a tactical
advantage
over the
opponent.
Another

Picture taken from X Corp ship firing
at North forces near Inchon waters

geographical factor
which helped the
South was the Han River
and the Pusan Port. At
the beginning of the war,
when the North started its
expansion into the South, the
South’s forces were pushed
across the 38th Parallel across
the Hangang Bridge which
ran across the Han River. In
a last ditch effort to stop the
North Koreans, they bombed

Area of Interest 1
General MacArthur’s tactic
was used once more near
Wonsan but it turned out to
be a failure.

THE KOREAN WAR
the bridge that ran across
the river. Due to the river’s
strength, the North found it

Pusan Port - an important area for
arrival of equipments and amenities

Narrow roads used to travel across
the Korean Peninsula

difficult to cross the river.
However, the hasty actions
and wrong timings of the
South’s forces resulted in the
loss of nearly 4000 soldiers
and refugees who were
stranded on the wrong side of
the bridge. Others died due
to explosion of the bombs.
In September 1950, when
the South’s force was initially
without the help of the US
and UN forces, they had been
pushed back all the way to
a small corner surrounding
the city of Pusan. At Pusan,
reinforcements and supplies
from the UN and US arrived.
Weaponry such as tanks and
arms were quickly distributed
to the troops. When the
combined troops were ready,
they quickly launched an
attack that made the North
turn back and retreat all the
way back across the 38th
Parallel towards the Yalu River.
The Pusan Port was unique
because of it
being both a risk
and a safepoint
for the South’s
forces. Despite
the port being a
place to set up
their base, the
area was in a
tense standoff as
any invasion from
the North would
have pushed
the South to
surrender.
However, they
needed the port
for access to amenities, which
would have arrived with the
UN troops.

THE KOREAN WAR
However, the South did
not have all the luck. When
the Chinese joined the war,
autumn had just turned to
winter. Winter in Korea was
freezing, requiring the troops
to dig in to the ground to keep
warm. Many had been injured
from the surprise intervention
of the Chinese, Few were in
a state to fight a war in such
a fierce winter season. Thus,
the UN and US troops began
a slow retreat back across the
38th Parallel.
Lastly, nearing the end of
the war from 1952 to 1953,
the steep, hilly terrain in
central Korea was suitable
for hiding and fighting from
the shadows. The lack of
movement gave rise to
a stalemate. The troops
ended up digging trenches,
reminiscent of the First World
War. Soon the two sides
were stuck in central Korea,
fighting for just one or two
hills that could have made all
the difference in turning the
tide of the war. Large scale
fighting took place for the
capture of places such as
Pork Chop Hill and Heartbreak
Ridge.

Conclusion

I

n conclusion, the Korean
War had many influences
that shaped the war, and the
resulting Korea. Ranging from
geographical advantages and
disadvantages to historical
influences, the Korean War
was a quick yet devastating

war. The narrow peninsula
forced each side to think
out of the box and come up
with intelligent, replacement
tactics that would replace old,
common tactics that would
not have worked. The sea was
another factor which helped
each side, where supplies and
weaponry arrived by ships
These unique geographical
factors were among the
most important that affected
the course of the war. They
allowed the two sides to
nearly gain control of the
whole peninsula and yet lose
it again. These geographical
factors seemed to be playing
with ‘toys’, helping one side
and quickly ditching it again.
Despite all these, it seemed
fated that the war would end
where it began - the 38th
Parallel.

Word 2
Stalemate
/’stāl,ˌmāt/
a position counting as a
draw, in which a player is not
in check but cannot move
except into check.

Area of Interest
Koreans have a saying,
“When whales fight, the
shrimp’s back is broken”, to
describe their feeling against
foreign occupation.
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Food for Thought 3
How else could this
disagreement over
ideologies have been solved
without violence?

