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Mr. Blackmon

Source Based Analysis:  Prescribed subject 3: The move to global war
Appeasement
[This Source Based Analysis is adapted from the 1993 Paper 01 IB History Examination]

Texts in this examination paper have been edited: word additions or explanations are shown in square brackets [ ]; substantive deletions of text are indicated by ellipses (three points ... ); minor changes are not indicated. Candidates should answer the questions in order.

Document A

A letter from Ramsay MacDonald, Prime Minister of Great Britain to Edouard Herriot, Prime Minister of France, marked private and personal, and dated 10 October 1932. 
I should like to thank you for the efforts which you are making to reach agreement with us as to the meeting which we suggested to overcome the difficulty arising from Germany's withdrawal from the disarmament discussions ... Europe has been undoubtedly drifting recently into militarist hands, and a great part of the impetus has certainly come from the psychological reaction upon the German mind of Germany's economic and political position ... I do not believe that any of us can rightly resist the German claim that the Treaty of Versailles must in some respects be reconsidered. Supposing you were to continue to repeat 'No' to those claims, and Germany said, 'Then as we are not to be released by agreement we shall appeal to the sense of fair play of the whole world and release ourselves reasonably', what would you do? .. my own feeling is that Germany wants to rearm but it has put its request in such a way as to delude many people on both sides of the Atlantic, and the attitude of 'we will not listen' has swung a great many more people into sympathy with Germany. 

Document B

Letter from Sir Eric Phipps, British Ambassador in Berlin, to the British Foreign Office, dated 12 June 1935 . 
. . . I have just sent over to your Department a list of instances when Herr Hitler broke faith in the past. The list is by no means exhaustive. . .. To conclude therefrom that no faith can be attached to his signature in the future would condemn us to a policy of sterility. 
His Majesty's Government may decide that it is now undesirable to conclude any 
convention with this country ... If however, they feel that advantage should be taken of the presence of M. Laval at the head of the French Government and of his notorious desire to come to some reasonable understanding with Germany, I earnestly hope that they will not allow themselves to be deterred by the mere contemplation of Herr Hitler's past misdeeds or breaches of faith. After all, he now leads nearly 70 millions of industrious, efficient and courageous, not to say pugnacious, people ... and he may, like many men have evolved since the old, somewhat gangster-like days at Munich. 
 Document C

Keith Feiling, The Life of Neville Chamberlain(1946), in which Chamberlain describes Lord Halifax's visit to Germany, 1937 . 
. . . the German visit was, from my point of view a great success, because it achieved its object, that of creating an atmosphere in which it is possible to discuss with Germany the practical questions involved in a European settlement ... Both Hitler and Goering said separately, and emphatically, that they had no desire or intention of making war, and I think we may take this as correct, at any rate for the present. Of course they want to dominate Eastern Europe; they want as close a union with Austria as they can get without incorporating her in the Reich, and they want much the same things for the Sudetendeutsche as we did for the Uitlanders in the Transvaal ... though Hitler was rather non-committal about disarmament, he did declare himself in favour of the abolition of bombing aeroplanes. Now here it seems to me, is a fair basis of discussion. 

Document D
An extract from: The Making of the Second World War, by Antony P. Adamthwaite, published in 1977 
. . . The years 1935 to 1938 witnessed the 'great schism' of the French right. Until the end of 1934 the right was, by and large, agreed on the necessity of resisting Germany.  But the prospect of a Popular Front electoral victory in April- May 1936 changed rightwing 
attitudes ... 

"It was necessary to get rid of ideological prejudices and, in the world as it exists today, employ the type of diplomacy which seeks to have as useful relations as possible with every country", declared the French foreign minister, Georges Bonnet in 1938. Taking sides, it was said, would only divide Europe into armed camps and recreate the international anarchy of 1914 ... The French prime minister Pierre Laval, had an almost mystical faith in personal meetings. "He himself would certainly convince the Fuhrer if only he 
could speak to him personally". 
Questions
1
Explain briefly the following references: 


(A)
 ' ... gangster-like days at Munich' (Document C);   [3 marks]

(B)
' ... Popular Front' (Document E).    [2 marks]
2
With reference to their origin and purpose, assess the value and limitations of Document B for historians studying the move to war in Europe 1933-1939.             [4 marks]
3
Using only Document A and Document C, compare and contrast the diplomacy of the British Government towards Germany and France   [6 marks]
4
Using the sources and your own knowledge, explain why the British Government pursued a policy of appeasement during the 1930's.    [9 marks]
Document B
Sir John Simon on German rearmament, 29 November 1934: his answers to the question he formulated in Cabinet, 'Are we prepared to contemplate the legalisation of German rearmament?' 
Apart from the enormous difficulty raised by its effect on Anglo-French relations, the 
best course would be to recognize that Germany's rearmament in breach of the Treaty 
is a fact which cannot be altered and to reach the conclusion that this had better be 
recognized without delay in the hope that we can still get, in return for legalisation, 
some valuable terms from Germany; Germany would prefer, it appears, to be 'made an honest woman'; but if she is left too long to indulge in illegitimate practices and to find by experience that she does not suffer for it, this laudable ambition may wear off ... 
To all this the French will reply 'security'. (They will also protest that wrongdoers and 
blackmailers should not be given the fruit of their wrongdoing, but all this must be 
rejected on the two grounds that British opinion will not stand for it, and that the 
practical results of continuing to take this line are disastrous.) 
