Theme 5 – To What Extent was Hitler’s Foreign Policy to Blame for the Outbreak of WW2?
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Historiography – What it is and What Influences it

Changing Views of Historians

· Number of historians believed Hitler’s expansionist foreign policy took  world to war in 1939
· Widely accepted Hitler always intended to go to war to build German Empire but had differing views about how far he had the master plan to achieve it
Historiographical Revolution

· Hitler planned to cause WW2
· A.J.P Taylor
· Hitler wanted an Empire but didn’t necessarily want to start war to achieve it
· Fuscher
· Links WW1 and WW2, WW2 continuation of earlier aims
What Influences a Historian?

· Their own beliefs/influences
· Political or religious
· Other published works/historians
· Funding/monetary benefits
· Evidence
· Reinterpretation of old evidence or the discovery of new evidence
6 Main Factors for the Outbreak of WW2

· Economic
· International
· Nazi foreign policy
· Other countries’ foreign policy
· The Treaty of Versailles
· Social
3 Really Important Questions to Remember when Analysing Historiography

· Is it giving an interpretation or just information?
· Is there evidence to support any interpretation given?
· Is there sign of any methods used?
· Primary source
· Comes from the time period/event you are looking at
· Secondary source

· Comes from after the time period/event but is talking about the event/period

· Historiography is secondary

Historiography – Schools of Thought

· Intentionalist (Hitler responsible)
· What Hitler and the Nazis wanted drove whether war broke out
· Hitler had master plan from start outlined in Mein Kampf
· Had step-by-step plan to either take over Eastern Europe or take over first Europe, then Middle East and British Colonies, then rest of the world
· Functionalist/structuralist (other factors responsible)
· Outside influences were as significant, if not more so, than Nazi foreign policy in the outbreak of the war
· Other pressures within Germany affected Hitler’s foreign policy
· Pressures inside party
· Pressure from other social groups (e.g. industrialists)
· External factors (e.g. world economy)
· Georg Franz-Wiling – “The Origins of the Second World War” 1986

· Likely to be functionalist

· Suggests other countries fault for the break out of war

· “Caused directly by the conflict between Poland and Germany over the ‘corridor’” and Danzig problems

· Problems with relations with other countries

· Russia and USA drive the agenda for war

· Want to be superpowers

· Use instability between Poland and Germany to their advantage

· War in Europe so that they ca fill the power vacuum that is left but conflict between them

· “This Washington and Europe staged a new European War”

· Poland/Germany essentially used as part of a bigger agenda

· P.M.H Bell – “The Origins of the Second World War in Europe” 2007

· WW1 and WW2 part of the same “30 year war”

· Eastern European countries drive the “restart” of war in 1939 especially Russia and Poland

· Functionalist

· Substantiation

· To prove the truth of or support with proof or evidence

· Deduction

· A process of reasoning where a conclusion follows from the premises so that the conclusion cannot be false if the premise is true

· Inference
· The process of arriving at some conclusion that, though not logically derived from the assumed premises, possesses some degree of probability 
· Cross-referencing
· A reference from one source to another containing information or related material to give more detail
Influence of German History on Nazi FP
	Element of German History that Influenced Nazi FP
	How did this Influence Nazi FP
	How did the Nazis Use it as/to Influence Propaganda in Germany

	Racial History (Aryan racial theory)
	> Hitler say Aryan race superior to all other races

> Wanted Germany to be a great Aryan Empire

   > Used idea of Pan-Germanism

      > Idea of all German speaking people should be united and live in 1 country

> Led Nazis to favour alliances with racially acceptable countries like Britain

   > Did make alliances with “inferior” countries to gain advantages which were seen as necessary evil

> Led Nazis to favour German expansionism eastwards and taking lands from those who were racially inferior
	> Lots of propaganda against Jewish people showing them in negative ways to justify foreign policies

> Influenced education

   > Used RE to encourage children to look down on them and highlight the differences and how inferior to them

   > Also used biology by showing how racially different

	Nostalgia for earlier empires (in the Third Reich)
	> Wanted to overturn Versailles then expand further to secure more land in the East than Germany had held in 1914

> Both previous empires gained land and kept it by war and military strength and worked hard diplomatically for acceptance by other nations

   > Wanted to replicate with careful alliances
	> Propaganda focused on glory of previous empires for their strength

> In early years of power, foreign policy included stressing his desire for peace

> Could stress they were continuing and restoring a great Germany

   > Used other successful German rulers propaganda

	The effect of the First World War
	> Opposing ToV made any political party popular

> Germany able to exploit weaknesses in ToV to gain in FP aims

   > Able to take over small, weaker, self-governed states that ToV had created in their aim for Lebensraum

   > Negotiated Anglo-German Naval Agreement (1935)

      > Navy could get bigger so good for war
	> Exploit “November Criminals” and “Stab in the back theory” to gain popular support for Nazis e.g. speeches


Ideology behind Hitler’s Foreign Policy

	
	Similarities
	Differences

	The Treaty of Versailles had to be Overturned
	
	> (Second Reich, Kaiser) Government collapsed after the war so had no view on the Treaty

> (Weimar) Was “revisionist” so wanted to overturn the Treaty and return Germany to how it was in 1914 along with the colonies I had lost

> (Nazi) Didn’t want to return Germany to how it was in 1914

> (Nazi) Wanted the Third Reich to expand beyond pre-war borders in Europe and didn’t want the problems of managing colonies until Germany was fully established in Europe

	The Nazi Third Reich should be a Large and Powerful World Power
	> (Second Reich, Kaiser) Had definitely wanted to extend power in the world

> (Second Reich, Kaiser) Saw war as the way to expand

> (Weimar) Did want Germany to be a world power again

> (Nazi) Expansionist policy aimed to create large empire in Europe

> (Nazi) Would use war if necessary
	> (Second Reich, Kaiser) Didn't care about ethnicity of it's allies or of the people in the lands it conquered

> (Weimar) Didn't openly discuss expansion beyond the borders of 1914

> (Nazi) Aimed to create empire by creating alliances wherever possible

> (Nazi) However, only made alliances with acceptably, ethnically mixed countries

	The Third Reich Needed Lebensraum
	> (Second Reich, Kaiser) Had very similar ideas on the need to expand and which direction to expand in

> (Nazi) Said the much needed living space should come from countries to the east with a high Slavic population and significant German speaking population
	> (Second Reich, Kaiser) Wanted to acquire a large number of colonies, unlike Hitler

> (Weimar) May have shared Hitler's ideas on race but were never integrated into government policy

> (Nazi) Germany and the land it took over should be cleared of all but "pure" Germans as soon as possible to allow for Germans to breed and flourish

> (Nazi) Ideas on race were repeated often and publically

	Europe was Under Threat from World Jewry and Bolshevism
	
	> (Nazi) Was anti-Semitic and anti-communist and often saw the two as working together

> (Nazi) Opposition and idea of lebensraum led to idea that Germany would have to go to war with Eastern Europe to take land and defeat communism

> (Nazi) Wanted to delay war as long as possible so Germany could rearm and make useful alliances to prevent attacks

> (Nazi) Early foreign policy directed at convincing Western powers Germany wanted nothing but peace and return of the land and people that was rightfully German lost through the ToV

> (Nazi) Real intentions were more expansionist


Did Hitler Drive Nazi Foreign Policy?

Main Features of Nazi Foreign Policy

· Overturning Versailles

· Spread Nazi influence in those areas it wanted to reclaim and where necessary by military force

· Strategic alliances

· Stop anti-German powers building up and to stop Germany having to fight on 2 fronts if war occurred

· Expansion

· Similar to overturning Versailles

· Germanisation

· Spread Nazi racial ideas, oppression and removal of “undesirables” in German controlled lands

Lost Lands in the Treaty of Versailles

· Land gained at the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk (1918)

· Estonia

· Latvia

· Lithuania

· Poland

· Upper Silesia (in the Sudetenland)

· Alsace and Lorraine

· Eupen and Malmedy (in the Rhineland – Germany border with Belgium)

Gained Land

· 7 March 1936 – German troops reoccupied the Rhineland

· 11-13 March 1938 – Germany takes Austria (Anschluss)

· 1 October 1938 – Germany takes the Sudetenland

· 15 March 1939 – Germany invades rest of Czechoslovakia

· 23 March 1939 – Germany invades Memel

· 1 September 1939 – Germany invades Poland

· 9 April 1940 – Germany invades Denmark and Norway

· 10 April 1940 – Germany invades Belgium and the Netherlands

Interpretation

· Intentionalist

· Taking over 3 areas in 3 years would have required mass military mobilisation

· Needed preplanning to build supplies

· Only 1 country at a time over 3 years (1936-39)

· Time to “bargain”/make alliances, etc. e.g. appeasement

· In Mein Kampf Hitler states he wants to overturn the ToV and achieve Lebensraum

· The fact the first 3 countries he took over was land taken in the ToV shows a clear link between earlier aims and performing later actions

· Up to 1936 – Hitler kept foreign ministry officials from before he came to power

· Did not interfere/impose plan

· Hitler didn’t start taking over land until 1936

OR

· Long term planning – seem moderate so he would face less opposition and could get on with rebuilding military

· Hitler starts rearming Germany as soon as he comes to power and openly 

· Comparison of Nazi land gains from 1935-39 with the aims Hitler expressed in Mein Kampf and in many speeches and meetings

· Could show planning if there is a significant match

· Such as overturning Versailles and Lebensraum policy

· 1st 3 countries taken back was from ToV and Mein Kampf stated he wanted to reverse Versailles and achieve Lebensraum

OR
· Policies like eastward expansion were simply broad aims rather than a plan

· Analysis of how prepared the Nazis were for each foreign policy move

· Had enough supplies for small attacks but not a large one

· Evidence of unpreparedness suggests Hitler had not planned the move

OR
· While move was planned, was brought on early by other factors

· Takeover of Austria happened earlier than he might have planned because of the actions of Austrian Nazis
	Evidence Supporting Intentionalist View
	Evidence Opposing Intentionalist View

	> Nazi land gains from 1935-39 had same aims as those stated in Mein Kampf and many speeches and meetings

   > 1st 3 countries taken over were originally taken by the ToV and Mein Kampf stated he wanted to reverse ToV and achieve Lebensraum

> Nazis unpreparedness suggests that, though ill prepared, still had some preparation so was planned but was brought ahead by other factors
	> Policies could have just been broad aims rather than an actual plan

   > Supports idea that it was situational or external factors that caused takeover of these areas

> Nazis relatively unprepared for each foreign policy move

   > Suggest it was not planned at all


Did Hitler Intend to go to War from the Moment He Came to Power?

Notes from Meeting between Hitler and Commander of Armed Forces – 3 Feb 1933 (Hitler becomes Chancellor Jan 1933 and Fuhrer 19 August 1934

· “Battle against Versailles”

· Battle = perhaps some struggle – possibly against the countries who made Germany sign ToV

· Fight against ToV – not necessarily in a military way

· Could be undertones of using force but not explicit

· “National Service must be reintroduced”

· Military service = building military strength

· War like action – could suggest conflict

· “... the conquest of new living space in the east and its ruthless Generation”

· Conquest = may need to use force to take land

· Ruthless = potentially willing to wage an aggressive policy – may involve fighting

May not have been planning World War but likely to have been planning some sort of conflict to meet aims

	Hitler intended to go to war from the moment he took power
	Hitler was not planning to go to war from the moment he took power (although may have planned smaller invasions involving military action)

	> Built up army from moment he came to power and openly from 1935

   > Defied ToV

   > suggests planning for possible conflict

   > Shown by forces built

> Conscription was reintroduced, tanks and other armoured vehicles

   > Both forbidden by ToV

> Above source suggests had war in mind before becoming Fuhrer

> 4 year plan 1936-39 stressed need to militarise

> Aims could not be achieved without war

   > Main example Lebensraum

> Wanted to go to war against Czechoslovakia

   > Had set date for invasion

   > Made speeches about going to war (1 in Berlin 26 September 1938)
	> Stressed, when talking about rearming in early 1930s it was for defence

> In speech to Reichstag in 1933 stressed hopes of reversing Versailles by diplomacy

> Privately told generals would be a disaster to provoke military attack until armed forces had built up enough to defeat attack (1930s)

> Looking at figures for troop numbers and types of weapon/transport suggest planning small, local wars

   > 15,000-18,000 men, 3000 tanks, 2000 fighter and bomber planes and crews

> Blitzkrieg “lightning war” suited smaller wars and the forces he had but not long drawn out wars

   > Suggests hadn’t planned for world war as would have designed forces for that instead


Reasons for the German Invasion of Poland

Hitler’s Non-Aggression Pact with Poland in 1934

· Terms

· Germany and Poland agreed not to attack each other for 10 years

· However, broken when Hitler invaded 5 years later

· Interpretations

· Hitler wanted peace and Poland as an ally

· Hitler manipulative

· Pretence of peace so he could be ready for war

· Motives

· Protects Germany from USSR

· Alliance acts as a “buffer zone” between Germany and USSR

Events leading up to German Invasion of Poland

· 1934 – Nazi non-aggression pact with Poland

· Could have contributed towards Nazi decision to invade Poland as could have tricked Poland into false sense of security so easier to invade

· 1936 – Remilitarisation of the Rhineland 1936 and Poland offering the French military help under the 1921 Mutual assistance pact with France

· Poland shows Germany that they could be a threat and were willing to provide military help to France

· Would encourage Germany to invade Poland to try and prevent them giving help and becoming bigger threat

· March – 1939 – Nazi invasion of Czechoslovakia

· Says Poland can have Teschen when he invades Czechoslovakia as long as they sign the Anti-Comintern Pact

· Set up by Stalin to help countries wanting to follow Russia’s view of communism

· Pact prevented alliance with USSR

· Sure they would say no giving them a reason to invade

· Hitler ignores appeasement to Allies

· 22 May 1939 – Pact of Steel with Italy

· Meant Hitler now knew that he could rely on Mussolini’s support when invading Poland

· 23 August 1939 – Nazi Soviet Pact

· Agreed Russia and Germany would split Poland

· British and French promise to support Polish independence

· Hitler thought they would not honour this as Britain and France already shown unwillingness

· Why invade Poland?

· Contributed to Lebensraum

· Expand economy

· Why leading to World War

· If Britain and France involved other countries more likely to be involved
Weaknesses of the League of Nations

Communism and Anti-Communism

· Communist party membership rose in West

· Governments saw communism as a real threat

· Affected international relations

· Rather than make alliance with Russia, helped “whites” fight communist “reds” in Russian civil war

Dictatorships and Democracies

· Axis under dictatorships

· United by anti-communist beliefs

· Anti-communist views appealed to Britain and France who wanted to destroy USSR

· After dictatorships became more aggressive and powerful West began to see them as a threat

	Membership Problems
	Decision making
	Enforcing Actions

	> Not all countries part of League

   > Made weak as worldwide organisations

   > Non-League members didn’t have to work with it

> Countries that fought the Allies not asked to join, neither was Russia

> 16 September 1931 – Mukden Incident

   > Ultimately resulted in Japan withdrawing from League in March 1933 after ignoring LoN protests
> China – Japan war 1937

   > Neither part of LoN

   > Condemning Japan’s invasion as had no effect
	> Failing to act quickly and use force made increasingly weak

> League was slow to make decisions

> Members didn’t agree to economic sanctions let alone military force

> Needed agreement of significant majority of members or all of them to act
	> Didn’t have own army

   > Members had to supply own troops

> Nazi’s didn’t see them as a threat and didn’t see them as a force against their foreign policy

> Countries both in and out of League increasingly negotiated independently of the League

   > Couldn’t control and enforce decisions this way
> More nations acted in own self-interest

> When became clear that League was unable to enforce decisions there was less need to obey ruing not in country’s self-interest


Contributions of Other nations to the Outbreak of WW2

	Japan
	> Japan dissatisfied with results of treaties and how other Allies in it treated them

> Only Germany and Italy recognised Japan’s created new state Manchukuo

   > 1933 – Japan left the League of Nations after they ruled against them

> Formed alliance with Germany and Italy but not enthusiastic allies
   > Only formed alliance as Japan was enemy against USSR so useful to have ally on other side

      > If USA decided to join war, Japan would be able to fight against them

      > Were the only alliances Japan had

	USA
	> In 20s and 30s USA followed policy of isolation and disarmament

   > 1938 – Army smaller than Belgium’s

   > Neutral over Abyssinia crisis and Spanish civil war

      > Still exported arms to Germany and Italy supplying arms to General Franco

> 30s tried to set up meetings for World Peace

   > Did try to stop Hitler taking Czechoslovakia

> Openly said wouldn’t go to war in Europe and produced permanent Neutrality Act 1937 encourage Hitler to go to war

> Didn’t think getting involved in war was justified because of losses suffered in WW1

> Non-involvement contributed, may have encouraged Hitler to go to war as knew they wouldn't help Allies

	France
	> Anger until 1939 because of Germany's failure to meet ToV terms

   > Didn't pay reparations and invaded Ruhr 1923 defying ToV

> Feared Germany would invade due to France's own army not being advanced

   > Germany increased own army so they could invade Czechoslovakia which was an ally of France

> Saw aggressive dictatorship as dangerous

> France desired revenge and wanted to recover lost provinces

> Hitler needed France as strategic point, making invasion more likely

> Alliance with Poland meant hard to enter war when Germany invaded

> France's appeasement policy increased Hitler's confidence in Eastern European aggression

	Britain
	> Avoided alliance, tried to persuade course of appeasement to preserve peace in Europe outlined by ToV

> Didn't want to go to war due to problems with trade, countries owned and being expensive

> Government thought after losses of WW1 its colonies would want to join another war

> UK unprepared to intervene

   > Encouraged Axis to seize more territory in absence of other countries forming opposition

	USSR
	> Signed Treaty with Germany so wouldn't attack each other

   > Secretly agreed to invade Poland and split between them, gave way for German invasion of Poland

> Communists were isolated in Europe by ideology so fearful of having no support at wartime

   > Against Germany at WW1 due to fascist dictatorial want

> Similar aims to Germany so willing to make alliance and go to war together

> Wanted to build USSR's industry, agriculture and army to point of country being self-sufficient and safe from attack

> Stalin not invited to Munich conference in 1938 as none inclined to make agreement

> Rejection of agreement with UK and France, held talks with Germany, hugely increasing likelihood of war

> July-August 1938 fought Japan for Eastern border, made more likely to alliance with Germany

   > Otherwise would have fought on two fronts
> Wanted to avoid war

	Italy
	> Mussolini's actions in Abyssinia helped destabilise LoN and make look more weak

   > Gave Hitler confidence to do it himself

> Mussolini and Hitler never trusted each other causing huge tensions between them

> Signed Pact of Steel with Germany in 1939

   > Didn't declare war on UK and France until 10 June 1940 even though were allies, didn't trust each other

> Hitler inspired by Mussolini's achievements which made want to seek close alliance

> Both showed anti-communist outlook and believe in autarky


Other Influences Contributing to the Outbreak of World War 2

 Hitler's Extreme Anti-Semitic Policies
· Kristallnacht turned public opinions in favour of war against the Nazis

· Domestic policies

Rearmament (Domestic Foreign)

· Other countries may see as aggressive act

· Improves German economy

· Allows to build military in preparation for war

World Economy

· Countries traded less

· Less trading opportunities between countries

· Hostility builds

· Eastern European countries left to trade with Germany and USSR due to UK colonies trading between each other even after economy recovered

· The depression in the USA after the 1929 Wall Street Crash

· Damaged worldwide economies

· Created difficult problems for government to fix

· Tensions built between countries and alliances built

· Poor economy led to discontent and more support for extremist parties

· Helped Nazis take power
