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CHAPTER 10

WAR, REPUBLIC,
THIRD REICH:
GERMANY, 1914-1939

War
N 0T LONG BEFORE HIS DEATH IN 1983, THE FRENCH POLITICAL
philosopher Raymond Aron remarked that the twentieth century “could
have been the German century.” He was talking to his friend Fritz Stern,
a historian and Jewish exile from the Third Reich. Aron was surely think-
ing about German accomplishments in science and medicine, its globally
admired universities and cultural standing: His backward glance was very
much in tune with the sentiments of Germans themselves in 1900, as they
looked forward to the new century with pride and optimism.* It turned out
differently, of course. The German century became synonymous instead
with military aggression and Nazi dictatorship, above all with the Holo-
caust. In the words of novelist Thomas Mann, another exile, speaking in
May 1945 from Washington, D.C., Germany had become “a thorn in the
flesh of the world.™
Then came the slow climb back to acceptance and respect. The trajec-

tory of German history in the twentieth century is 2 textbook case for those

who like their history to come with 2 moral: the descent into barbarism and
nt” (division) and even-

moral catastrophe, followed by a prolonged “atoneme

tual “redemption” (reunification).* That is one way of telling the story. But
there are other ways to place Germany inside the tumultuous history of the
twentieth century. Take Berlin as an example and think about what it stood

for decade by decade. The dynamic world metropolis of the years before 1914
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was transformed into the desperate, starving city of Worlg
it became a major site of revolution during the turbulent War One, befo,
Berlin, the pulsating symbol of modernity that we asso POStwar €ra. Th X
culture and the Roaring Twenties, turned into the ca itcllate it Wcimar
rm.lrderous Third Reich. After 1945, reduced to rubblepa ad Of.‘j.\dolf Hitler’s
enjoyed .a new kind of celebrity as the capital of the C;]]d lelded, the city
:il;cl :1:;5:; :)i}f;ur(ld of spies and providing photo oppor tu\::;:ir; b;cornin
Berlin that each h tlf-Ig D Hht it of s Wl (1961—I989) SI ey
R VerSi:;ln . er;nany set.out its stall, one economic syst;gmt Wa.s &
the Wail a world ino Cu' e agau.mt another. Meanwhile, on eithe agamsf
themselv;s in Kreuz‘t:onosvmade i et Tk orben esr;bslllde .
Then, in oo, the ¢ rg (West) aI.‘ld Vietnamese workers in Mitte (El)Shed
the Wall &1 :md ; tr}lla‘;w:is TCC agam. the center of global media attentioaSt).
25 the century ca egto e 1t e unoi?icml end of the Cold War, Ten )

a close, Berlin became once more the capi tal):) ‘}a:s on,

now

as

reunited country as well as a favored destinati
Soviet Union a estination for Jews from th
Berlin suggest ::rsegg);l magne't for young creatives. These vignetieiogzz
part of a larger global hi e ways in which twentieth-century Germany wa
explored in the final th istory. They are among the many themes that w}illl bz
But It me go back :ee ;hapte.rs o.f this book.
According to the Americ:: t edl?eglnnlng. When did it all start to go wrong?
with Workd Was s thax‘l‘ iplomat and historian George Kennan, it wa;
warsthe mogt Smdie,d e grt'aat s.cminal catastrophe” of the century. This
lion hits, et event in history. A Google search produces 4.1 bil-
million Germanspputgocvcn nyorld War Two (3.1 billion hits). More than 13
male population berwe: ux;: orms, meaning that almost nine in ten of the
forces at some point Mn ) ehages Osguten and fifty were in the armed
5.5 million were wou.nde:re'l'th an 2 million Germans died and more than
est among the major COmgataZ:st:lh tol% was proportionately the heavi-
more than four » amounting to 1300 deaths e
The fighting daz’:zlcrcsl.;h:l l};‘;‘;r:lc? dcatil rate, terrible enough, w:: ;};: z}:ifz.(;f.r
another 7 to 10 millj 1ves altogether. Civilian i
of the iniiuenc;amliillzn’ ’ figure that rises sharply if we i;islizlffl:liecirﬂ'ne io
flict helped to s P d le'c that began in January 1918 and which -
Moltke, the ] pr-ca ’ T}_us was the “people’s war” that H 1W o e
’ ongtime chief of the Prussian and German GZ mUtIh SKi;l ;O:il
neral Staff, ha

predicted in 1890, and the “ i
i it e “total war” that General Erich Ludendorff later
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The War placed unprecedented strains on society, affecting relations
epween workers and the better-off, town and country, men and women.
The conflict was indeed the great watershed that Thomas Mann suggested
hen be told readers of his 1924 novel The Magic Mountain that it was set

in the old days, the days of the world before the Great

«ip the long 280
War7 Tewas also a truly global conflict. This both determined its outcome
jed in the long run to the reduced place of Europe in the world. In

and
the short term the war brought down four multiethnic empires, includ-
d Austria-Hungary; it created millions of refugees, and

ing Germany an
spawrled both bolshevism and fascism. Small wonder that the conflict has

been described as a “global revolution.”
It was triggercd by an act of violence in the Balkans, already the site of

two dangerous local conflicts in the recent past. Archduke Franz Ferdinand,
the heir to the Habsburg throne, and his wife, Sophie, were assassinated in
Sarajevo, the Bosnian capital, on June 28, 1914. The nineteen-year-old who

fired the gun, Gavrilo Princip, ationalist with links
to the terrorist Black Hand organization,
figures in Serbian army intelligence. His act was a pro
trian annexation of Bosnia-Hercegovina six years earlier. Th
set in motion the “July crisis” that confronted decision make

ally led to war.

How and why war came has been vigorously debated ever since. Ger-
man actions received special scrutiny from the start, because the Treaty of
Versailles in 1919 ascribed “responsibility” o Germany. Trying to recon”
struct the steps that led to the outbreak of war i {ike working through
the moves in a particularly complex ve f three-dimensional chess—
something like the Raumschach, or space chess, invented in 1907 by the
German physician Ferdinand Maack. The three dimensions in this case
were, first, the larger forces that shaped international relations before
1914—imperialist rivalry, the alliance system, the arms race, ancli the r.olc

of domestic issues in determining foreign policy- The second dlmcns.Lon
consists of German actions, although its policy choices are impossible
to separate cleanly from the shifting policies pursued by ot}'ler.s, bc?th
allies and adversaries—it is, it other words, often difficult to dl‘St.ln'glnSh
between action and reaction. The third dimension is the July F“Sls itself,
with all its hazards and opportunities. Were German decism.n mak;fs
leading or following during the cascade of events that ended with II-10 i
lizations and declarations of war? My overall outbreak-of-war verdict is

8

was 2 Bosnian Serb n
which was supported by leading
test against the Aus-
e assassination

rs and eventu-

rsion O
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that Germany bore a substantial share of responsibility f;
or t

4 Was by no means solely responsible. he wa but
reading "~ Tywo armed blocs faced each other in Euro

e

side was the Triple Alliance of Germany ang KSS:ZZ;‘_'IC of war, On ope
notional ally, Italy; on the other, the Triple Entente of Fy a“ngary, With g
Britain. Italy was a notional ally because neither of the artnce, Russia» and
-expected its support in the event of war, and in fact Ita[; ﬂers- COrlﬁdently
in 1914, then joined the war on the other side the next y e::;"famed Neutry]
rounds in (-}crmany: “What is the difference between 3 ;no(JlOke Made the
Z‘:nthe ;1}";1}:116 Alliance? In a modern marriage you can dep:lrcll armiage
depegnz onlihclr)zl :-y somewhere, but in the Triple Alliance you o there

eing only two.® The unreliability of the It You can safely

answ alia i
er to the charge made by contemporary critics that th, nallyis ope
e

created rigidity and was destabilizing by itself, The alliancesa u}ilance ZYStem
Changed their

character over time i
, and the allies could i
—and did—hold the;j
their partn
ers

back as well as ur
ge them on. In the pre-r
‘ 914 Balkan imbrogl; itaj
111;1;111}' hclg lf)ack the Russians, while Germany did the s:rr:xer:f 210’ABntam
- i 1 | .
blocsg:z; s course, that is another way of saying that a system of e
e
rve to keep the peace—until it fails. Even before the ]ul;l l:rr'ie'd
isis

the alliance s :
ystem undeniably gav.
e shape to o .
a ) growing int :
nd arguably gave it momentum as well & interniatiogl Eoston,

Th : .
e true diplomatic revolution of the

Entente, prewar years was the Triple

which resu
i), B, ac F:ted fr(om ;igreements between France and Russia
ance (1904), and Britai
; ain :
man eyes, this was “encirclement,” and Russia (1907). In Ger-
Britain and France t ent,” for what else could have led democratic
o make common cause with autocratic Russia; and
)

why otherwise would Br

Britain ally with
rt.:peatedly in Africa, and with st:;:, fl‘-ranc?, when the two had clashed
simmered? » while dis

desire to “r

Germans saw anti-G putes over Afghanistan still
evenge” the defe 1-serman animus at work—in France, the
efea —1: . ?
all things German; and in g?hgm“ 715 in Russia, a Slav backlash against
4 ritain tr d »

Orous newcomer, N » trade envy” and resentment of a vi
. INon .. Or a vig-
sstead, e i ; (;i these suspicions was groundless. But Germaﬁy
g behind these agreements, which were motivated by

a sense of vul -1 ..
nerability. Britain, the “weary Titan,” faced the challenge of
] cha enge O

Russian rivalry ;
¥ in Asia, French rivalry in Africa, and the rise of the United
, e of the Unite

States a

nd ]apan as

n

Western Her: aval powers. In response, it ceded pri .
emisphere to America » it ceded primacy in the

?

o
came to agreements with Fr igned a naval treaty with Japan, and
ance and Russia that settled outstanding colo
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disputes- France and Russia had concerns of their own. The final act
f this treaty work, the Anglo-Russian agreement of 1907, came after the
Russ o-Japanese War brf)ught home to St. Petersburg its own vulnerability.
In other words, the Triple Entente altered the dynamics of international
put it was brought about by a series of defensive alliances that
perceive as aggressive.

pial

relatiOﬂsy
Germans chose to

However, Germany also contributed to its own isolation through mis-
calculation and arrogance. The attempt to maintain a “free hand” between
Britain and Russia antagonized both nations. So did a host of decisions
made in Berlin. German tariff policies and a growing presence in south-
east Europe created friction with tsarist Russia, making Russia more sus-
ceptible to British overtures. Meanwhile, the German challenge to British
naval power set off alarm bells in London. The expansion of German influ-
ence in the Ottoman Empire, symbolized by the German-financed Berlin—
Baghdad railway, had the same effect. German policy toward Britain was
sometimes menacing, sometimes accommodating. German statesmen
behaved like abusive suitors who alternated between whispered endear-
ments and threats. By 1907, German policy had helped to bring about its
own isolation. Attempts after that to undermine the Triple Entente proved
counterproductive. When the French created international tension over
Morocco by occupying Fez in 1911, Germany tried to use the incident to
drive 2 wedge between Britain and France. Instead, this heavy-handed
response drew them only closer together.

Colonial rivalry did not necessarily make war more likely. Overseas
conquests might even serve as 2 lightning rod to deflect tensions from
Europe, as they did for France after its humiliation in 187071 Interna-
tional capitalists frequently cooperated, just as their governments did when
they worked together to protect European interests in Egypt or China.

European white settler solidarity vis-a-vis native peoplcs prevailed from

Algeria to South Africa. But imperialist rivalry did create new tensions. As
ecame 2 key marker of prestige,

the acquisition (or retention) of colonies b

their function as a lightning rod disappeared and colonial conflicts were
instead conducted back to Europe, as happened over Morocco- While oth.er
new players such as the United States, Japan, and Italy joined the imperial

rivalry around 1900, Germany's role was especially disruptive. A restless

¢ . . . " . »
‘latecomer” nation looking for its ° place in the sun, Germany would ha've
 to established colonial

been seen under any circumstances as a challenge
powers like Britain and France. The hyperactive, petulant style in which


Ben Van Zee

Ben Van Zee
Required reading ends here


372 GERMANY IN THE WORLD

the kaiser conducted “world policy” only made the freque
ventions more offensive (although not more successful;ltBGe
something else that made German aspirations potentia]} o
than great-power conflict over Morocco or Samoa. Ge ye
nial” sphere was arguably in southeastern Europe whem fro
its influence in the declining Ottoman Empire w’hile ti
ally that felt threatened by a combative Serbia. Austria 1; o Ausman
ambitions met in the Balkans, the most volatile region ? e;rs nd German
. The prewar arms buildup injected further vo i,
tional system. German strategic choices made 2
After the Franco-Russian agreement of 1894
of a war on two fronts. Hence the Schlieffen ’P
Schlieffen, the chief of the General Staff, which
France before turning to face Russia." It

army planners addressed the war they mich
o Bt thy ight have to fight; the French Plap
1 d R . e same. But Schlie ilt i i
% ralx:l :hv:iatt::lril of. Belfmn neutrality that would make iftf;r;rlzitficir:o o
i ne agai;);tlrll? the event of war. Any military planning gearednizre
Sl Br:ﬂ.Cf;l and Russia should also have been alccompaniejil
. itish support. Yet in 1898 Germany began to build
the German versioi e? gec} iy M e e Wa:
importance of sea 0(;,2[ global obsession among contemporaries with the
admiral Alfred niyere&:ﬁife‘épﬁ‘“y by the writings of the American
. Othe i
;I:cful:: t_tlf, fleet was a favored child of 1;hr: le::i::rwere G
- I;aa:sg, pan-Germans, and liberal nation;’i
erman i
E;);s;:tszzdaa niiccet. Some, including Ad}:n‘;‘;zllll'l‘dixl‘);it?ken i it o
e ans of rallying working- ,
A icsults o'f German battleshj
' : 900, Britain was worried b
lt Was In response to the French ti;
dDrcadnlought," even if many Ge
0) that it was directed at the rm
German threat that L o
pitz Plan challeng
supposed to be th

Tmap intey.
t there W

) )
re dlsruptive

)
S true
. co]
w g
here it Was €Xtend;

n

world :
latility into tc;idi:::r%’r-
difference here as w:?l-
Germany faced the threa;
lan, devised by Alfred vop
. Proposed a quick strike oy
is hardly surprising that Germap,

while popular with heavy
lists. It was, like colonies,

its chief architect, also
class support behind the monarchy.”
p building were uniformly negative.
French and Russian naval strength—
at the Admiralty came up with the
'aAft,::S cl’)cll.:/ed (as. some historians still
ondon Pcrccwc; 4, though, it was increasingly the
ed the Rogt Mo » and understandably so. The Tir-
e e avy in home waters. The battle flect was
at would force Britain to accept Germany as an
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qual and come O terms. The plan failed: Germany found itself with an
e

winnﬂble naval race and potential ally alienated. The return to a “Con-
un

el s tegy” after 1909, followed by belated efforts to reach out to Brit-
2 tacit acknowledgment of the failure. Like German “world policy”

2in was T
) this was a case of sound and fury signifying nothing—nothing,

as a whOIC’ .
in the way of practical results.

The combination of noisy demands and minimal results created dissat-
jon at home. The fact that Germany was being outspent in the arms
rse. There were many reasons for being outspent:
the reluctance of the landed elite to pay its share
ds for spending on social programs, opposition

the left, and mounting public debt. The out-
Germany was

at leasts

jsfact
race only made things wo

the federal tax structure,
of taxes, competing deman

to military expenditure on
ar. Even after an army expansion in 1912-13,

£ GNP on defense (and its Austrian ally 2.8
nt in Russia and 3.9 percent in France.™
ms already in the pipeline on the eve of

war would only widen the gap between Triple Alliance and Triple Entente.

None of this was received well by German nationalists. Not that their
cted mood was unique to Germany- A sense of crisis was
European publics in the prewar years, fed
and “invasion scare” novels. Ste-

come was cle
still spending just 3.5 percent 0
percent), compared with 4.6 perce

French and Russian military refor

edgy, dissaffe
becoming unmistakable among

by the yellow press, popular jingoism,
y” hardened everywhere, making periodic pan-

reotypes about the “enem

ics more likely. In Britain, wild rumors about German spies prompted the
establishment in 1909 of the Secret Service Bureau, forerunner of MI5 and
M1I6.5 A newly belligerent mood, even a «p ationalist revival,” was evident
among young educated bourgeois in France after the second Moroccan cri-
sis in 1911."¢ Whether similar sentiments were more widespread or intense

in Germany is hard to say. The social Darwinist View that the struggle
toughened the racial stock probably

an radical nationalists because it fitted
er taking on effete established

for power was inevitable and war
gained special traction among Germ

so neatly their belief in a vigorous newcom
powers. Germany and the Next War, a 1912 bestseller by a retired cavalry

offer named Friedrich von Bernhardi, captured this mind-set perfectly. "Ihc
repeated cycles of expectation and disappointment created an efPCC1311Y
toxic mood among German nationalists, made up of angen, anxiety, and
resentment over having seemingly been outwitted and left empty-handed
by malign adversaries—and perhaps by bungling on the part of German

decision makers.
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Some of those decision makers shared the pan-Ger 5
Kaiser William had bouts of bellicosity, alternating witI}Illans i
prospect of conflict hove into view. There was impatience
military circles. Schlieffen’s successor, Helmuth Johann '
nephew of Helmuth Karl, was paranoid about Germa ef ;
he who declared, at a meeting of German military Ieag)’s P o.sltion. It wyg
on December 8, 1912, that war was unavoidable and “th €rs with the kaise,
Some have seen this Sunday morning gathering as th: :Oner the bette, »

. mpatien(:e
Panic whe, " :
. e

nd Pessimigy, ;
Vi n
on Moltke, the

German eli i ; arng
elite decided on a preventive war. Few stil] try to rlit when the
make that
Case

t i :
;a::j;e:;a?nssir:szro:nzglg\;[csswc R.ussian moves against Aits-tifil: rtTf_lOt%Ce
rarnel g s s élt!l;-e failed t('> follow up his provocati.w, o
e e Qi o ourcw;}rrn a m(:t Admiral Alexander von Miiller o
e was “pretty much zero.” Chancellor 'Ihe‘:bmltj
a

von “e']l”la“n I IOHWCg, WhO was not prCSCl’]t, SubSCunDtly t()()k t Ile kalser
mn hand and Calmed hlS nerves.

be .
cause so much speaks against it. The meeting was called
e

There was no Ger ision i :
(for which 1905, 1908—I:9ma:fiaswn i1 1912 in favor of a preemptive strike
This was not a point of n(; ret 1911- had al.l preseiited better opportunities)
S};tem was still capable of ctli-:i,su:nf:;hn . else;’here- e intemationai
offs since 1905 had cr gement. But the repeated -
£ Peteerurg e ay olr war. Each crisis left behind resentment. In
acll 5 e a;l cast as much as in Berlin, rulers and milita
ical nationalists cverywhireta;:ptlb'z :ac}ll peen the ones to back down. Raz
political leaders 1 €d the resentment, making i
losing face Dcc::i é):ll ba;(ck during the next crisis. Backinggdct)v};ir(ri::afs:
importance of “hono ”n:a o tilked constantly in these ycars about th
tics.” There was al b resolve,” *firmnass” :
the fact that s " 20 widespread fatalism ab
ot 80 many crises had been weath

Y when Archduke Frang,

The short version of the
after consulting

of will, and other manly quali-

out the inevitability of war. Yet

o ered induced a certain compla-
inand was assassinated

ensuin isi .

s its German o1 dg']uly crisis goes as follows. Austria,

to Serbia. The note was not tha el S sisengly Watled it

win over a more BkL‘Pti‘cal ;"I pent until July 23, partly because of th adum

better that the ultimatum \Ungarian partner, partly because it X Tc "

notarrive in Belgrade until afte P:mclis : ;’ught
aftter a scheduled visit

by t (v J P «
.
l [ h l t . . ”
) l ussia, § Crl’la, D ting 1t 1
renc resic Cnt tc { 681¢ 5' Iitcl CC llﬂul S ?USS].U) 1 }'1

agreed to accept
to mos
P t but not al] of the Austrian dem 1s. T}
é *mands. That was the

%

Y

_..)V’
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tage of the crisis began. Despite British efforts to

at which the final s
o war gathered momentum and the sequence of

the movement t
d countermobilizations then made it inevitable. The dice

oifl

mcdiate:

mobilizations an :
et (umbling, 3 Bethmann put it; the “tragic game of poker had begun,”
4s of Louis de Robien, a young French diplomat who had just

in the wor
St. Petersburg.
The origins of the war have provided a classic test case for competing

pistorical interpretations ever since. The recent tendency has been to play
Jownh underlying structural forces—the alliance system, imperialism, chau-
vinist opinion——-and emphasize instead the contingent elements involved in
the choices made by a score or so men. Did it matter that during the July
crisis both Austria and Russia had foreign ministers who were less decisive
decessors? Would it have made a difference if Austria’s chief

Hétzendorf, had been less bellicose or Bethmann less
d French prime minister René

llapse) and

a[riVCd in

than their pre
of staff, Conrad von
of a Hamlet figure? What if the peace-minde
Viviani had not felt unwell (possibly even suffered a nervous co

therefore left most of the talking to President Raymond Poincaré, a more
he crucial French visit to St. Petersburg in

July? There are many more questions of this kind. To which one answer is
to quote the Russian proverb: If my grandmother had a beard, my grand-
mother would be my grandfather. But in our poststructuralist age, the

f individuals and the decision-making process has returned
along with counterfactual (or what-if?) questions. That has
ame about, rather than why, and

belligerent nationalist, during t

importance 0
to center stage,
meant paying more attention to how war ¢
spending less time asking who started it.
But the question of responsibility cannot be avoided. That means the
long-term policies that made war more likely, but also how the powers

behaved in July 1914. There is plenty of responsibility to spread around when

we look at the final summer crisis: Serbian irresponsibility; Russian intran-
om the French, the mixed sig-

e strong backing they received fr :
t least—the Austrian desire to

d—no
hat would send a message t© subject

sigence, th
nals that emanated from London, an
teach the “Serbian scallywag’ alesson t
peoples in its multiethnic empire.

When it comes to Germany t
and most easily answered is whether intolerable domestic pres

« »
German decision makers to embark on an ‘escape forward” into waf. .’I}.le
evidence for this is not compelling. There was no German political erisis m
. el 3 &
1914. Chancellor Bethmann Hollweg's pragmatic politics of the diagonal,

questions. The first

here are really three
sures led
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tacking between left and right, had actually been WOrking rathey
was war itself that represented the greatest threat of fugy, ell.

- ; s '€ Tevolutig,
Bethmann himself recognized. It is true that civilian de » 2

: : . . Cision Makerg i
Berlin faced both impatient soldiers and a nationalist public Opinion g, n
that

demanded firmness. But both of those things were also true elsew,
above all in Vienna and St. Petersburg. Cre,
That raises the second question, about German support for its
ally during the July crisis. Count Alexander Hoyos, Austrian
ister Leopold Berchtold’s chef de cabinet, arrived by night train
the morning of July 5. He came to receive a formal answer to
of German support for Austria as it responded to the assassina
with the so-called blank check (“whatever our decision turned

could be confident that Germany as our ally and a friend of the Monarchy
would stand behind us”). The kaiser, the generals, and Bethmanp Were
agreed on this. So why did Germany not restrain its 4[] > as it had during
the Balkan Wars in 1912-13° The answer lies partly on the Austrian side.
Vienna had expressly sought reassurances of German support. Anything
less would have created difficulties for Berlin. Leaving aside the unreli-
able Italians, Germany was “one of two in a world of five,” with Austria its
only real ally. As Bethmann mused to his private secretary, Kurt Riezler,
on the verandah of his country estate on the evening of July 6: “It’s our
old dilemma with every Austrian action in the Balkans.
them, they will say we pushed them into it. If
will say we left them in the lurch
the Germans did push. One reason
to take a hard line was concern for G
“the future belongs to Russia, which
greater nightmare to ys "

Here we come to the third and fi
wider conflict by backing Austria so

AUStI‘ian
foreign min-
in Berlip on
the questiop,
tion. He ef;
out to be, we

If we encourage
we counsel against it, they
So there was pull as well as push. But
Bethmann continued to press Austria
ermany’s own position. He feared that
grows and grows and becomes an even

nal question. Surely Germany risked a
strongly through the middle weeks of
JUIY:D Admittedl}’» any offer of support for Austria conditional on Russian
nonintervention would rightly have been viewed in Vienna as worthless—
the offer of an umbrella, byt only until it rained. Russian intervention could
not be excluded as a possibility. Bethmann believed that a quick Austrian
knockout blow against Serbia could be achieved without Russia interven-
ing; perhaps the French would hold them back, and surely the tsar would
be unwilling to fight in defense of 2 rogue state that encouraged regicides.

/f
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fit included plenty of wishful thinking. Berlin knew that Russia
i
¢he rest ©

as essentil:‘:u};nn Jater conceded that the blank check to Austria had been
m

¢ utmost risk.™ It has been ingeniously argued that German
uided by the conviction that if Russia id choose to enter the
: S . .. x
olicy W2 lgd only be because of a prior determination to go to war w1t1;
it cou
fray, it ©° hich would prove that war was bound to come anyway, an
Germa V; [lowing Moltke’s dictum—the sooner, the better. This has
—+tollo . d
therefore bed as “testing for threats,” but might more accurately be calle
descrl w7 g
been ¢ historians have called it: risk taking. ' N
what mos Iso willing to roll the dice when it came to Britain’s ly
in was 2 i i the opti-
BerllﬂI the final stages of the July crisis, when it was clear that Gp
jor. 101 . er-
behavio £ Russian and French reactions had been proved wrong, i
istic view O . - nterin,
mistic view e pinned on Britain not intervening, or at least not }ci ¥ Ig
es WEr . v itain had he
man hop diately. How realistic was this? It is true that Bntzunh P
imme ) itish forei
e 1mlrcnd ing the Balkan Wars. Sir Edward Grey, the Brm;: in
ia back dut . a Europe
B P making desperate efforts in late July to prevent . I{) on
i was ) . o from Lot
minister, .« some reason to talk of mixed signals coming e
so there is sO Ireland also held out hope that brital
: ental war. But German
1d be reluctant to commit troops foy » LoonfinenE en Britain and its
v that trying to drive a wedge bt .
decision makers koew ductive during the second Moroccan Crisis,
nterproductiv e ity had
rtners had proved cou ) tish neutrality
P:ld all the efIf)'orts after 1912 to extract a promlseSOf;?an behavior and dis-
aroved fruitless. Grey was privately disgusted by bt because
p : :
mayed at the idea that the great powers Im ;11 H——
of it, but he believed that it would be mor Y -
, d to honor its commitments.
: Prince Lichnows .
the German ambassador in London,. gt S e egHE the Austrians
i n .

1 id giving the impressio ill hoped Britain
possible to avo%d gk ts that the German chancellor sti ‘ P o the
B hnowsky was reporting that this was ,

i . But Lichnows d to Germany's
might Sta}}; meutmlw‘1S \ gamble. When Bethmann referre
case. So this, too,

ap 1n 4 ] . . .
Ie » . .

d h OmlﬂOuS com! a ris 1ak]ng and
p i the daIk, (¢ ap“ Ire the (0] l)_[]] tion Of k

fatalism.*

Austria rejected Belgrad
on Serbia on July 28. Russia 1 o
30, which prompted a German ultl oy
; r war. Receiving no answer, G¢€

being asked to back down once again, enraging domestic

critics- Bet
a “Policy' o

war, e
don. The seriousness of the crisis in

i ar
ght be dragged into W |
and ruin the country’s

Bethmann instructed

reputation if Britain faile ky, t0 do everything

p d ar
es res onse to 1ts ultlmatum and declale Wi

ilization on Jul
he order for general mobilization on July
e lling on Russia to cease prepa-
declared war on Russia on
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August 1 and on France two days after that. The kaiser signed the Ay
1 mobilization order at his writing table, which was made of Wood fgust
Admiral Horatio Nelson’s ship Victory. Three days later Britain deq:m
war on Germany. ed
The Schlieffen Plan called for an offensive first in the west. In eqy
August five hundred trains a day rolled across the Rhine carrying GCrmaZ
soldiers. The wagons were inscribed with upbeat, cheerfy] slogans: “Excur.
sion to Paris,” “Auf Wiedersehen on the boulevards!” The expressionist Write
Hermann Bahr described the mobilization as a German miracle, which, he
compared to 2 Wagner opera: “complete rapture together with complete
precision.™ The resistance in Belgium was greater than expected but Gey-
man forces still advanced quickly at the beginning. They crossed the Marne
in early September, causing panic in Paris. The government fled to Bor.
deaux. It was in this period of elation that the notorious “S

eptember pro-
gram” was formulated, a maximalist statement of German

war aims that
has often been read back, wrongly, into German objectives at the outbreak
of war. It was actually the by-product of a moment of intoxication,

the ambitions remained outsized even as the military situation
‘The German advance was repelled at the Battle of the Marne.
lowed was stalemate. The two sides dug themselves into fixed
along a front that by November stretched from the coast of F

although
changed.
What fol-
positions,

landers to
the Vosges. Elaborate trenches were a response to the lethal artillery fire

that mocked initial hopes for a quick, decisive war of movement. In late
November Tte Times in London allowed itself a cry of pain:

“Day after day
the butchery of the unknown by the unseen. .

. . War has become stupid.™

That remains the classic image of World War One in most people’s

minds, the war of attrition depicted in Erich
All Quiet on the Western Frons and in countles

barbed wire, deafening big guns and mortars, mud everywhere, a blasted
landscape, then the periodic bloodletting as s

oldiers were ordered “over the
top” in the great battles of the western front: Verdun, the Somme, Ypres,
Passchendacle. Schlieffen had foreseen the use of modern communications
technology at command level, in the form of telegraph, wireless, telephone,
and motorcycle dispatch riders, but not the industrialized carnage that
mocked every notion of chivalric war. Efforts to break through the stale-

Maria Remarque’s 1929 novel
s photographs—trenches and

by the Germans, just as it was the

Yy who first built trenches and used barbed
wire to top them off, trenches gre

atly admired by Marshal Ferdinand Foch,
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French to copy them.” This was technological transfer in
ared the French were the first to use gas, but this was “merely” tear
- gh eGerman chemist Fritz Haber (by 1918, a NobeI'Prize w:n-

‘ e: leafy Berlin-Dahlem, who came up with chlorine gas.?
workiﬂiff:l :';ghts sounds, and smells of the western front have under-
The drea ’

f war

red its place in the modern memory of the war. So has the
1y secu
staﬂdab

; illion in 1915. But it
much mOre he largest numbers were engaged: 435 million : 9 Scastern
front where t 1y theater of war. From the start there was fighting mth .

1 e W
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ur ’
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called Jibad-Is/lam and asked nationalist Hindus workj
to assume Muslim names, so that B. N. Dasgupta b g on their §
The German fixation on Islamic revolt ran deep elc(at'ne
. Kaise

«A q. Ch
All Haidar‘u‘:lf

T Wllha[n ert
€

whole Mohammedan world to wild revolt.” A ws; ity
7 A witty

d . .
V;zt:? the wartime pursuit of this policy “Deutsch]
Phe : sc

¢ m Wassmuss was just one of several claimant X
man Law i o
pan rence of Arabia,” figures active from Mesopot t
ish w i y
ere anxious, but German efforts achiev. dpl X
ments were interce i .
mens wer intres :zicii ar}gfthe Emir of Afghanistan declined
e egman e. Lfforts to subvert the Raj were large] e the
, an La ? Lk
no role in the main u ‘j"fenccs were no more successful Gg yEnpin
Tiinice . B prising against the Allies in Central;‘\ _erman)’ payed
Th ,Hali iz, and Kazakhs against the tsars et
e -Moon Camp i '
| m e
e o G o & pb‘u.l Wiinsdorf, south of Berlin, wa i
o b oL mobilize colonial peoples against tlyl ES —
ain i i :
N y siamlc prisoners of war who had fough ;tente' e
: , re relativel 1 pat or Brita
b s y well treated and o
inthecom ' nd could worshj
e ip at a mos
- i e Germany. Some three thousand of thque
iy armies in the Mid o
€re were mutinies 3+ [t i et
e s morale was
- s easy to see wh
e mut _ y there w
o e se},1 given the racist comments about th Sre Ifciw ol
| ythe dopury e “wild hordes” i
— commandant of i N
. as another venture that fajl e e ol
mateials sompil g ailed to bear fruit, except for the scholarl
. e ethnologi ingui s
poured into the st
< - , and musicologi
P t0 examine the bodies, photograph dlogISts e
, and record the

in July 1914 that “our consuls in Turkey and India
.. St inﬂam
€ the

US ambaSSado
nd uber AHah n;:
I?e title the “Ge

Mia to Liby, » 'Ihr‘
le. The arms Shlp

€

ter-

consular i born h itari
official, played 2 tragic 1 nitarian and former British

le i ..
e in this episode. He had become an
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od secure German SuPPOﬁ for an uprising. By 1916 the Germans were fed
im and he with them (they were “cads,” that was why they were
apated B the world”)#” Disillusioned, unwell, and out of touch with both
. .- pationalists and the conspirators in Ireland, Casement

Iris

ound out about the planned insurrection of Easter 1916 and was landed on

the west coast of Ireland by a German submarine in hopes of postponing
a0 uprising he considered doomed. He was arrested and later executed for
treason- A German arms shipment (much smaller than the one requested)
was also intercepted. The British feared and the Irish rebels hoped for major
German Support but it never came.

While Germany hoped to undermine the British empire, the British
were looking t0 do the same against Germany’s allies. They attempted to
raise an Arab revolt against the Ottoman Empire, and placed their hopes in
discontented subject peoples of the Austro-Hungarian Empire. These were
not notably more successful than German efforts. It was conventional forces
that defeated the Ottomans: T E. Lawrence’s self-dramatizing exploits
were militarily unimportant. As for Austria-Hungary, the Habsburg army,
symbol of the Empire’s multiethnic composition, remained intact almost
until the end. There were few desertions or downed weapons among the
Czechs, for example, even though Austrian-German nationalists and some
army leaders complained that there probably to deflect attention from

military incompetence. Later Czec hese

myths to help their own cause®

What happened in Germany’s overseas colon
They were simply seized or conquered. Qingdao and the German Pacific
possessions were lost by the end of 1914. In Africa, too, vulnerable Togo
was overrun within a month. German Southwest Africa was defeated by a

combination of British naval power and South African ground forces. Its
g15. In Cameroon, 2 joint campaign

as successful by early 1916. It was
th African, Belgian, and

were,
h nationalists happily perpetuated t

jes was more clear-cut.

governor signed an armistice in July 1
by British, French, and Belgian troops Wi

German East Africa that the British and their Sou
Portuguese allies failed to subdue. German troops under Paul von Lettow-

Vorbeck succeeded in doing what German forces elsewhere had tried to
do—retreat into the interior and refuse to engage in fixed battles, fighting
the same kind of guerrilla war the Boers had fought earlier against the
British. Lettow-Vorbeck did not surrender his small troop until November

19183
1 of Africa” and greatly respected

He was hailed back home as “the Lio
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as a commander by adversarics such as the South African Jan Smut T
at any rate, was the way the war in Africa was remembered—, a.wh;:
> COmpareq
deshow\arl
the Wordg of
S the impol._
my. When tp
Peans and 200
€ven greater: 155
ad 3500 African
S€ campaigns 44
undreds of thou-
0 service fewer than 20,000
Their mortality rates were appallingly high. Deaths also
followed in the wake of the scorched-earth policy pursued by Europcan
commanders, not least Lettow—Vorbeck, a veteran of the Boxer Rebellion
and the genocidal war against the Herero. An estimated 650,000 African

porters and civilians lost their lives in East A frica because of the war.+
The colonial theater of war underscores the as

resources available to the two sides. Britai
diers,

man’s war. The relatively small number of European casualtie
with the western front, may also be why it has been seen as a sj
“ice-cream war” (because everyone would melt in the sun) in
a British soldier in William Boyd’s 1982 novel.# This ignore
tance of Africans, who were mustered by every European ar
Germans surrendered in Togo, they consisted of 300 Euro
Africans. The ratio when Lettow-Vorbeck surrendered was
Germans, 1168 “askaris,” or Indigenous soldiers. He also h
porters with him. Far more Africans were engaged in the
porters than in any other capacity. The British mobilized h
sands, the Belgians in the Congo 250,000 (t
Belgian soldiers).

ymmetry in the global
n and France could mobilize sol-
n ways that the Central Powers
ndians fought for Britain, mainly
Kenyans, and South Africans (Black
British forces also included 450,000
France mobilized hundreds of thou-
nd Equatorial Africa, whose casualty

workers, and economic resources i
simply could not. More than a million I
in the Middle East. It was Nigerians,
and white) who bore arms in Africa.
Canadians and 330,000 Australians,
sands of soldiers from French West a
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ence, decisive for the outcome of the war, was the British
nscqll ’

Dok = h cut Germany off from the global markets on which it had

blockade,d whic d. Prewar Germany imported a quarter of its food. These
eperl .
come ©

fforts to import Argentinian grain an
. d abruptly and e ' ,
plies stOP}fe eutral Scandinavia were blocked. Animal fo?lder imports
meat througd ; o did the supply of Chilean nitrates that provided the base
also collifPse ’Ih s further reduced domestic agricultural outpujc, already
for fertilizer. —— and laborers joining the army. 'Ih'mgts were
harmed bY <5 molicy blunders like the wholesale slaughter _of pigs 1;1 1915
gl b}ief;sc grain onto the market), and by organizational pro :I;
(dCSigned.tc.) fe ing and rationing. But the Allied blockade of Germa;i/itiSh
s reqmsmfozle gcrisis A week after Britain declared \;v;ry fu;uf‘}unkers
at the root 0 : aid to his wife: “Beat the )
i id Lloyd George s
prime mnISter :}Dlavgerma}; people.” The blockade amounted to ’Eica;ti)s’
€ i . s "This
it n; . OnWe have descriptions of what this meantin gractslszﬂs o
that owever. . d d to Ca,ting gaf en N
’ . : were reduce ]
Mann’s children in MunlChd_s ust.” wrote Golo Mann later.*+ Ethel Coo
hunger got the better of our disgust, . inzig, returned again and again
n Australian who spent the war in LCIPZbg’ ion to Antarctic explor-
pen, 2 likening the obsession _
. to food shortages, 11 . ircle tried
i let:erlsk 0d and dreamed of food” She and other.s mh her :; e
ers who 2 ¥¢ lrus and rat. All of them scavenged in the co sall
crow and raven, wa rus deprivation was not felt equally-
These are middle-class accounts. The dep . ere large companies
favored in food supplies; so W
The army and navy were fa

i i d mu
anteens, such as engineering an

:sionine themselves,
3 in provisioning t
id relatively well in p e
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ombination of self-

monplace. Urban work
study of London, Paris,
in Berlin after 1916 were worse Fh
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starved to death, but persistent hunger took its toll. Deaths from tub
losis rose significantly; so did deaths in childbirth.+ In the Cities, mor: rlc.u~
rates were 65 percent higher during the war. According is Gel‘mana 1;
insurance companies, the death rate of the civilian population g fe
approaching the death rate on the battlefield. ol
'The Committee of Imperial Defence in London discussed in advan

“how Britain would isolate Germany from the world” if way came.s A § rs:
step was ruthlessly cutting German submarine cables, but the isolation of
Germany and its allies meant cutting off the supply of food, raw Mater;-
als, and industrial goods as well. German global assets were also forfeited,
Overseas investments were confiscated, German merchant banks with
branches on British imperial territory were expropriated, and close to a half
of the prewar merchant fleet was seized or sunk.® The Germans responded
to this constraining “ring of steel” in 2 variety of ways. All their responses
ended up doing great damage to Germany's reputation in the world, and
one of them—the turn to unrestricted submarine warfare—helped to con-
firm the outcome of the war,

Allied control of global resources forced the Central Powers back onto
the exploitation of those areas of the Continent they occupied. Until the last
days of the war, Germany was fighting beyond its own borders. Together
with its Austrian ally, Germany occupied vast tracts of Europe east and
west, lands that offered 2 supply of resources no longer available elsewhere.
These were ransacked. Romania provided nearly 2 million tons of grain in
1916~1918, plus half a million head of sheep and goats. The 350,000 pigs in
occupied France when war broke out had become just 25,000 at war’s end.s
It 'was the same story everywhere, and not Just with food. The occupiers
shipped back horses, fodder, metals, and fuel. A million tons of oil came
from Romania and over 7 million tons of timber from Poland, as the hard-
woods of the Biatowieza forest were harvested by forestry officials who had
learned about resource extraction in prewar Cameroon
o S:sff;laltl hl:l:;re :Z?ril?s}l varif:d greatly from' place to place. The harsh-
Supreme Commmd_Ea::) uz;lma and the Balfnc known as Ober-qst (for
dom 255 techn militw ere Genera'l Erich Ludend.orﬁ' ran his fief-

ary dlctatorshlp. Investments in infrastructure

were desi j
designed to project German cultural superiority, while the lives of
the local population were
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. the Ober-Ost, although it still fell short of later Nazi brutal-
it W2 in £ trained exercise of military power stood in contrast to the
The uncons benign military-civilian hybrid regime in the neighbor-
relati"ely mog ernment Warsaw, where the use of local labor built on
05 Gene-fal fo lgolish seasonal workers in Germany.s But there, too, the
g el urces was accompanied by severe reprisals against those
CXPIOitaﬂon o n orders or tore down official notices. “Lead us not into
who fouted Gerdmlivcr us from the Germans,” prayed the Poles.s* When,
i - ; Germany decided to install an independent Kingdom
y Decemb?r o too late and was too compromised by prior behavior
of . 'came Ithough whether it was more compromised than the
o persualswe_r-naent ofg Arab independence from the Ottomans is an
Allied encourage

‘ ' ivili i y Sh behind
[Il the W est German treatment OfCIVlhanS was eSpCCIaﬂ ha.l’ :
i eportation
l]le lllleS on th’e F‘rench fron.t. T}lis was a reglme OfCurfCWS, d. p S,
' o i 1 1% i tled 1n the n
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an arge (l 1 ame

s Bel

i ilitary-civilian administration 1in
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e, oo The governor general of Belgium in 1914-1917,

was unflatteringly described by an Ameri-

trut sitting down.
diplomat as “the only German general who coulfl v181 AN
can ians—
But hf was seen in military circles as t00 sc’)’ff > C;in to General Karl
much concerned with sparing the Belgians, d eeer 6 ihen the German
. head in 1916, A
5 . ss Things came to 2 d Erich
Wilhelm von Einem. . denburg an
Supreme Command under Generals Paul VO“dI;hlr)ld Biss%ng rebuffed
uP jan forced labor.
se of Belgian ) . ] am of
Ludendorff called for the u o Sae i, "1 &
them three times before, in October, reluctantly fa;htrl:it a dead cow gives
lue, an
i lemon has no value, . he fiasco
he opinion that a pressed e -ndicated by the
t emire milk,” as he put its* His pessimism was vutl(i e, 2 AR
no . 1d
hat foll ed’when sixty thousand Belgians were & twi
that followea, ast one in
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:
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alled off
m e program was ¢
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in Feb : 1917, but not before it caused public m ra
in February 1917,
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what had happened there in the early t\:;ly A
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and whole towns destroyed.” Dinant was razed and 674 of its inhaly;
were killed. The destruction in Louvain included the university libry ita
“Belgian atrocities,” as they quickly came to be called, were Mmain]
centrated in the second half of August. They had many causes—fyy ty C(.)n-
about the slow advance and a feeling of being pressed for time fation
ence and jittery nerves, anti-Catholic stereotypes about 3 “pri
country, and a fixed belief that German soldiers were being

Nts

1y. The

) ine}(peri_
est-riddep
| . . fired on
irregulars, or franc-tireurs, as they had been in the war with France i g !
(There were in fact no shots from irregulars in 1914, unlike 1870.) That é;7o'
man soldiers genuinely believed there were, as diaries show, does not ey, -
their conduct. Harry Kessler, who saw some of this firsthand, likened ?uSe
the Thirty Years War. Kessler still thought the Belgians had brought iit .
themselves. International opinion thought differently. The Germans w o
condemned as barbarian “Huns.” In the Entente countries, minds were a;re
changed. British academics who had initially been dubious about a i;o
with tsarist Russia against Germany, whose culture they admired iovf
condemned German actions. Many French intellectuals decided tha; the
had been guilty of an “optical illusion” in respecting German culture to(}),
much, and now took to writing the word as “Kultur” to denote Germany’s
lack of civilized valuess® In their turn, ninety-three prominent German
scholars, scientists, and writers, many of them impeccable liberals such as
Max Liebermann and Gerhart Hauptmann, responded indignantly with
the.ir October 4 “Appeal to the World of Culture!,” which denied the accu-
sations against the German army and accused British and French intellec-
tuals of hypocrisy. Thomas Mann'’s Reflections of a Nonpolitical Man (1918)
later reclaimed Kultur ag something that denoted true, deep German cul-
ture, the opposite of British materialism and French frivolity.ss
But Germany lost the propaganda war with the neutrals. The Belgian
;troc;txeds in Augfu;t 1914 fixed the German reputation for barbarism. Their
ombardment of the gre i i i
undcr ambiguous Clr(;‘lllrztta.Grlzzl;ll(cFljle}ilczgls CT].thedral th‘e fOIIOWIng month
located behind the cathedral) onl oo - Series may have been
) y seemed to confirm an established fact.
The New York Times called it “the Great Crj ims.”
me of Rheims.”® German

EUI’Ope t 3 .
: “ » t0 say nothing of Africa
ax Seia. For exmugle, die Belgian atrocities” gt¢, 4 g

] acted far ion
than the brutal Austrian conduct in Serbia more attentio

» where thousands of civilians

£
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Louvarn (Belgium)Brussels street

L& rue de Bruxelles

The destruction of Louvain in August 1914 was one of the

“Belgian atrocities” that outraged Allied opinion and damaged

Germany’s reputation in neutral countries.

three hundred thousand people, a tenth of the population.” NeutraésGa;?
Allied commentators also wasted no words on the maltreatment c.> e
man POWs in the tsarist empire, where the death- fate was c;rlm masseci
much higher than that of Russians in German captw.lty(.}'Ihei n::n Z -
over the deportation of hundreds of thousands of ethnic ?rm” e
from Russian border regions as part of a “corr.xplete clisetx)n—m;lf‘be )-mning <
of 1915, more than 3 million people had been displaced; by t g

1917, almost 6 million.®*
The Russians cited military security. It was
by the German army in northern France, anid e
Turkish authorities when they began system-atxca );00 Elose e B
nian population in May 1915. Eastern P.matolm waii 0 famememy
sus front, they argued, and the Armenians wer.e ai : Ogme e were
There was murderous intent behind these cl:u.ms. e it
killed on the spot. Most were deported, a f.ew in ia B enanted ther vic

der on death marches that led them round in circles

Armenians in the
o Syrian desert. There had been massacres of / ; :
tims in the Syria ) 1909, but this was different in

i ain in
G B o art‘d agqmre to end all massacres.” It would
ies called it a “massac
scale. Contemporaries ca

the same justiﬁcation offered
d the same reason given by
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later be called genocide, a systematic Turkish undertak;

death from exhaustion, hunger, disease, or executio aking that Caugeq

of the 1.5 million Armenians in the Ottoman Empi :l Zf at least tw0~thithe
Turl\:i\:l;la;l;cfgogs1blli}t]y, if any, did Germany bear f-‘ol, s oo rds
Turkd eveny. ome have suggested that Germany was j ; ?Ctlons of jtg
tor, ; gave the orders, but there is no evidence f ’ ?Olnt Perpetr
ing ﬁg.u.res in the Young Turk government who plan Zr this. Tt ypq lead\
paramilitary units controlled by their CUP Part r: the genocide, anc;
out. Some very pro-Turkish members of the Germzntm?; mainly carrieq it

llitary

along enthusiasti . L
g enthusiastically. Lieutenant Commander Han R mission wep,
s von

to Berlin in Ju “
il J n; 1915, “Because of their conspiracy with th ;mann Wrote
nians are being more ihi & suss!
But even this harsh -ﬁd or less annihilated. That is hard, but -
- j . gment suggests that he believed, or ch, ueElL%
versi : ’ O i
o, on of Armenian treachery and the military th € to believe,
no German . ; reat
sl o the Jook .had any direct part in the genocideyalth e
Even when th ogistics of deportation and most acccpted’th (f;lilgh P
en thev r . e official 1i
g fatiiod by ec.(;gmzed that the deportations went far be Clzl fine
Turkish affair, V\);hm1 lt;ry necessity, they chose to see this as a)r’lofl o
: i
- en the scale of the deaths became cl nternal
n mismanagement. e clear, they blamed it
Plenty of G
erm i .
ome sofiors. o an voices were raised against what was happenin
n i T
- ,bomby ;norc diplomats, teachers, and missionarfes Gg
S i) ol arded their ambassador, Hans von Wangex;heii:_
nce; .
they had seen. Ma = gcéman private citizens reported on the horrors’
) ’ ny called it “extermination.”
question the offici . mination.”® Wangenheim b
ial version. H B A, g
i . He reported ; ;
lodged protests in Constantinopl P along those lines to Berlin and
leave, his temporary repl nople. After he returned to Germany on sick
replacement conti
manent successo. ontinued the protests So did hi
- . So did his per-
cres” and “atl‘OCiti’e ,? ul Wolff-Metternich. Within Germany, the “maPs)sa
s"w g
von Gwinner of the Dere an open secret among the elite by’1916 Arthur
railway, heard from hi:U;Sche Bank, which funded the Berlin-Baghdad
: eputy dire
regime’s determinati ctor on the spot ab i
ina “.o 1 pot about the Tu
tarians found similation -Z(i) eradicate” the Armenians; leading Paflia:l:fslh
evidence duri j
scholars provid ring a fact-finding visit; missi :
ed. deta g visit; missionaries an
wrote up fnto 2 dam:z'lls that a Protestant pastor named }Ohannes Le :jucsl
i
Turkey. But their conc(:1 & Report on the Situasion of the Armenian P “;/" in
I'N never s ki :
the-censpshin, T.ems: parked a wider public deb
. Lenss 3 ebate, thanks to
p. L.epsius mailed out twenty thousand copies of h’is £
account,
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¢ impounded. The press muzzled itself. The German Foreign

many wese IPOUICE -
daled its criticism of Turkish policy and Wolff-Metternich

ofﬁce SOft‘PC
me an ;solated figure.
n reason for this muted and inadequate response was the value

of Gerﬂlany,s Ottoman ally in military and geopolitical terms. The unfold-
ing of the Armenian genocide coincided exactly with the successful Turkish
campaign against British and ANZAC forces on the Gallipoli peninsula.
Turkish forces pinned down a million Entente troops all told. It is not hard
1o see Why the beleaguered Central Powers would be unwilling to place
this support at risk. Decision makers in Berlin also knew that Germany
Constantinople brushed off the protests that were made.

had little leverage:
at neither Britain nor France protested about the large-

Tt should be said th
scale and violent (although not genocidal) Russian deportations from rear
sador in St. Petersburg

areas. When London inquired anxiously of its ambas
what was going o, he assured them that the measures were justified by the
s conduct of those deported.” Nonetheless, even on the most gen-
Germany was tarred with the brush of Turkish actions, and
naries wrote to the Foreign Office from
was “in danger of being smirched for-

pec2

The mal

treasonou
erous reading,
deservedly so. Four German missio

Aleppo warning that German honor
ever” by the treatment of the Armenians. “The fact of our living abroad,”

they added, “epables us to see more clearly the immense danger by which
reatened here.”® Two and a half months earlier,

ted the words of British peer Lord
n the Ottoman Empire as

the German name is th
in July 1915, The New York Times repor
Crewe, as he denounced the German influence i

“an absolute and unmitigated curse.™
Even more damage was done to Germany’s reputation by the policy

ed submarine warfare. It has been called “the worst decision
o (German submarines,

of unrestrict
world history.”

of the war” and a “turning point in

as U-boats, few in pumber in 1914, became key w
1d’s sea lanes, Germany

he wor
use of U-boats was an indirect response to
d merchant

eapon as the war

known
dominated

went on. If Britain controlled t

the ocean depths. The German
the British blockade. Both infringed on the rights of neutral an :
shipping. The Declaration of London in 1999 designed to offer protection

to merchant shipping, had been signed by all the participants at the .confer—
ence that gave rise to it, including Britain and Germany, but no nation rat

ified the declaration and it never came into force. Both %r:tx(sll.l ;nd Geima.n
s - erence lay in

naval forces harassed neutral shipping during the war. 1€ i y

the anomalous position of submarines. The mtermtlonal rules governing
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vessels suspected of carrying munitions called for a warning to be o

and crews evacuated before a vessel was sunk, if munitions were foundgi[‘:.n
was much harder for a submarine, which was uniquely vulnerable WI.1 l.s
surfaced and had scant space to accommodate evacuated crews, Gemeln §
had previously changed the rules of engagement to allow its U-boats to s?ny
vessels without warning. This happened for the first time in March I "
Two months later came the sinking of the Lusitania, a passenger ship t(;::;
was also carrying munitions to Britain. It went down with the loss of 1200
lives, including 128 U.S. citizens, prompting an exchange of diplomatic
notes between Washington and Berlin. The practice of sinking without
warning was ended, but became another symbol of German cruelty. The
rage extended to the British and French trenches, where letters and diaries
indicate that soldiers killed German prisoners in cold blood after learning
about the Lusitanial*

The resumption of unrestricted submarine warfare in 1917 followed
intense pressure on a reluctant Chancellor Bethmann Hollweg from both
the German Admiralty and the Supreme Command. The Admiralty pre-
sented statistics based on a heady mix of miscalculation and wishful think-
ing, purporting to prove that unrestricted U-boat warfare, by answering
the Allied blockade with a German blockade, could starve Britain into
submission within six months. Submarine crews became national heroes,
celebrated in cheap novels rushed out by publishers. The policy succeeded
at first, partly by keeping the U-boats at sea longer, but the high point in
tonnage sunk was reached in April. Then the Allied convoy system turned

the tide. Meanwhile, what Bethmann had feared came to pass. The United
States broke off diplomatic relations with Germany on February 3. Six-
teen days later, the British passed on to the Americans the contents ofa
telegram they had intercepted and decoded. It came from German foreign
secretary Arthur Zimmermann and promised to help Mexico “reconquer"
the territory of three southwestern states lost in the nineteenth century,
if it declared war on the United States’* This piec aken
in anticipation of American entry into the war, Eonteincl)lfes()lzl)i,’rnl;:j:r:ann’s
enthusiastic embrace of efforts to stir up “subject peoples,” following ear-
lier efforts in Ireland, India, and the Middle East. In this instance the
results were disastrous. American anti-German sentiment hardened when

President Woodrow Wilson released the text of the telegram. The United

States had only recently ended a three-year military intervention in Mexico

following a 1913 coup there. Germany’s challenge to the Monroe Doctrine

/_,,»»»ﬂ“‘“"‘ - T -
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ded the greater provocation of unrestricted submarine warfare.
compouf‘ 6, America declared war on Germany.
On APH; r’ 2 moment, t0 view the resumption of unrestricted submarine
pol t;fough German eyes. There was ambiguity in international law
warfare alled prize rules governing how U-boats were supposed to con-
et SO—Cl es. The rules were written with surface vessels in mind, which
e vsu'bmarine had to surface to issue a warning to a merchant
ot that; ¢ if the merchant ship was armed, or was an auxiliary cruiser
=P ?‘“ e merchant ship? The larger moral issue is that the quick and
dngmsed N ?t of sinking a vessel without warning, drowning innocents in
sngolr 2 Zs no different in its effects from the slow starvation to which
e Processc,lwsub'ected German civilians. That was exactly what Germans
o blzcza(\)r;e injthe United States agreed. Before he resigned as Woodrow
:}ilgi‘f:or;’s secretary of state, William Jennings Bryan 'urg'ed t}.mh prcsi;lc::‘tnti
balance his condemnation of the sinking of the Lus:tzmuz1 wit c.o::‘ ; e
tion of the Allied blockade. Wilson refused” He offere . oc?}s‘ui s
cism of the blockade, but his symgathies iay \;\!rxtdh at}; c:vl:;egs.ﬁnaan e
mericans. The United States also ha
‘i)rf; 2(1)181::? victory, given the scale of the loans that- had been mtilee.ﬂic::gacl)lf
these reasons, American “peutrality” prior O April 1917 Was SO
' miBsn?I;xer‘;erican entry into the war still made 2 huge difference. Onef
. i asm O
irreversible long-term effect was felt by .Gerr;an—ﬁ:i:c;r:t.misg o
anti-German hostility vented itself, %S it hald ;::rB B it i -
Australia, and New 7Z.ealand, and as it Wou

in the United
declared war on Germany in November 19177 The backlash in

: narl, Kultur—Was
States took many forms. German culture—o% with a snarl,

German “superiority" was often evl-
one target. Earlier resentment of Ge€

ent GCI‘IIlan [0) I .l i
Oﬂductors and hundfeds Of . e1r
* Chestra C musiC ans l()Sil t h

T C A wri
jobs or were dcported', some had o 1Tves. thrf):;‘tzterdmusic in America
Chicago Post thundered that “the TeutomzanofxorChestm.»]S o comn-
began with the establishment of the s-ymPhon) " hooks burneds —
posers were banned from the repertoire G;f;m; e Busch Hall, bult to
language instructors sacked. At Harvard, A0 gvemmem before the Wa,
house an art collection gifted by the Gerrrt\i‘«;nl ;521 e of e
s - no:l:i:gei\\;ttsburgh, the pretzel in Boston.

sentiment’® Beethoven was b e storm. Samerkraut (“Liberty
the center ©
The German language was at
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Cabbage”), hamburger (“Liberty Steak”), and dachsh

were given more acceptable names. Towns, streets st
nently renamed to remove the Teutonic stain Be;I'and b
became Pershing Avenue. The German lang;aage i:a?“:

Liberty Pu Ul
ks were Perf;s )
nue in ¢ Lou-\
(ar.lned in SChooiS
ety Percent osf
age are trait ot

lynched German

and even churches. One Towa politician suggested that ¢

all.the men and women who teach the Germa 1t N

;ihw v.vas the atmosphere in which mobs attack:d Tfiu

mericans. i i

Americ lan;ieg ::Isll;g}glht ;ontmued In postwar campaigns aoq;

i yphenated Americans” whose loyalt S the

eathblow to a German-American culture t}i’avtvlis Jyrek

a

to fray around t
- y he edges before the war, but now fell vict;
suddenness to external assault. Vit it terribl

d begun

The biggest i iate i
in its con;grigbutiozng:(i:te impact of American entry was felt, of
the British blockade of e outcome of the war. The U.S. NaV}: su -y
U-boat attacks ’[hee ;\) Gc-:rmany and joined the convoys that warpcf (:irted
quickly with b e .rnencan army, smaller than Belgium’s i <G off
y with conscription. General Joh . UM in 1914, grew
the first contingent of 14,000 men in ]uril-l:. Pers}'?}r:g;rnved . S
ary Forces numbered 175,000 by | 1917. the American Expedition-
then, 2 quarter of a mill y anuary 1918 and over 1 million by May.
ing the (}Ktlantic i;l glelrlizn SOISICIS were arriving every month, mZny ci’os]i)-l
and financial support for ;r: . A‘PS that had been impounded. U.S. material
——_— e ) lll.ed'cause was also critical. American eco-
the war, and partly becausat C;.Brltam and its empire in 1916. It was during
a global economic power aiz > t%lat the United States flexed its muscles as
ica entered the conflivt. o .c.redltor' n.ation for the first time. After Amer-
Britain and France. Fro’m thmtl?;s, civilian goods, and credits poured into
s43 millon  day on the war, me dle of 1917, the United States spent almost
U.S. entry into the wa: :, more than any other combatant.*
to be a pivotal year—a waterasshoze- of the two reasons that 1917 turned out
ghe other reason was the doubI: rei/tlilt(')bal asfzv S ol
) ion in Russia. In February the tsar
ated the potential s;::iie: . ; uler to lose his throne dur ing the war. yThaf cre-
mann Hollweg had alwags to ) adSeparate peace in the east. Chancellor Beth-
by no means modest) cha::a otfojt:te I;uG ;rman war aims vague (although
partner from t : . ch a possibility of detachi e
two envoys Mgftéilslegrzgahtlon. Informal talks in S)t,ockho;:: }E:tg\sz:n
April mapped out conditi erger and Josef Kolyschko, during March and
P conditions for an armistice and peace. alrhiah this was
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ssible only because neither of the two officially represented hi
o Kolyschko was regarded by some members of the Russianlzai('wem-
oo pro—German' On the other side, Erzberger went to Stockholnlxnet'a:l
et mann’s plessing but had been instructed to listen, not talk, som t‘l)mv'lt
hat never proved easy for the locquacious Erzberger.® e
These talks came to nothing, just as nothing came of other peace feeler:
0 1977 like those from Austria-Hungary and Pope Benedict XV, and fosr
the same reason. Neither side was willing, in the end, to budge, g{ven how
much had already been sacrificed. Would-be peace offers from combatants
always turned out to contain unacceptable conditions. Russia in 1917 may
have been more willing than Germany (in fact, more willing than Britain
or France) to agree to 2 peace that restored the prewar status quo. But even
the Russians would not compromise on Poland or control of the Darda-
nelles. Despite steady criticism on the left from the Bolsheviks, the govern-

¢ of Prime Minister Prince Georgy Lvov in the spring and summer of

men
1917 wanted to pursue the war more effectively than the tsar, not to end it.

That was why Russia began a new offensive in June.

The German side was equally intransigent. At the time of the Erzberger-

Kolyschko talks there was clear daylight between the moderate Bethmann
Erzberger's overreach in

and the hawks in the Supreme Command. But

discussing an armistice with his Russian opposite number gave Ludendorft
his chance. He let it be known to Kolyschko that the German Supreme
Command would never agree to the moderate terms discussed in Stock-
holm. The talks were scuppered. The Supreme Command, backed by the

kaiser, business groups, and conservat nists, forced Beth-
£ German gains from the war. These

n the eastern front. Bethmann

ive annexatio

mann to accept 2 minimum program o
amounted to a dictated peace of conquest O
om for maneuver.®* Any oppor-

called the demands “fantasies,” but had no ro
d, the German government

tunity for a separate peace was oW gone. Instea
in the famous sealed train to under-

sent Vladimir Lenin back to Russia )
mine the Provisional Government (he was working on his “April theses

calling for a second revolution while the train rolled through Fre%nkfurt),
and the Supreme Command began 2 campaign to subvert the Russian army

L rd { propa, anda leaﬂets. 5
g izzard of propag ¢ were felt everywhere in 1917

War weariness and antiwar sentimen i
That was most obviously true in Russia, where a second revolution {n
. i e in

October brought Lenin and the Bolsheviks to power: Bm.lt was tiS
Nivelle offensive

France as well, where the huge losses custained in the
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that year sparked mutinies, followed by strikes. The bloodletti,
and Passchendacle, coupled with the absence of any clear-
their effects on morale in Britain. In Italy there were antivg, i

came humiliation at Caporetto, where a military collapse resulted iOtS; they
dead or wounded and 370,000 prisoners taken. Everywhere that th: 30,
allowed it, liberal and socialist voices called for an end to war and

g of Y;
U vty 1

000
censOrs

without annexations. 4 peace

Germany was no closer to collapse in 1917 than France of Ttal
mind Russia. But social tensions were growing. Despite the ny’ ne?;er
pledge made by trade union leaders when war broke out, there wo—Strlke
hundred strikes in 1917 involving 1.5 million people. Many were or. ere_ﬁve
by a radical movement of factory shop stewards. They resulted froriamzed
ening shop floor conditions, plus dissatisfaction with food shorta o
the growing difficulty of finding basics like matches and soap. lfcflsi:'lmi
polarization increased. In early 1917 the Independent Social Democr;ctz'i
Party broke away from the Social Democratic Party, calling for peace witlif
out anlnexations and domestic reform. That fall, a new right-wing political
organization was founded. The Fatherland Party supported a maximum
program of German annexations and denounced critics who allegedly
undermined the war effort. Its founders were former Admiral Tirpitz and
Wolfgang Kapp, who later led an unsuccessful coup against the Weimar
Republic. The party’s uncompromising views, like its violent antisemitism
marked the appearance of a new right in German politics. It attracted 1.2;
million members in less than a year. One of them was the Bavarian Anton
Drexler, who later founded the Nazi Party.

. Germany’s political leadership changed decisively in 19r7. Bethmann,
mindful that what had happened in Russia might happen in Germany in
t?le absence of reform, drafted proposals for a democratic franchise in Prus-
sia. But these were watered down by conservatives into vague promises. At
;h(': efld of June, as the failure of unrestricted submarine warfare to knock
wich R dnappere, Sl Do PP of s searte poe

ssiz , emocrats urged the chancellor to reject
annex.at.xomst demands and introduce domestic reforms. Soon thereafter,
opposition parties in the Reichstag formed the Interparty Committee, 2
stejp on the way to a future parliamentary form of government, and Mz,lt‘
thias Erzberger gave notice that he would introduce a pea ’ nl tion
Ger.many’s second “July crisis” had a paradoxical outcomcl:) 'I‘l:fe re::c: reS'.
olution passed in the Reichstag but was ignored. Bethman.n hadpbccn dis-
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- d siX days earlier, discarded by Kaiser William because the Supreme
miss and and Prussian conservatives had no further use for him. They
Ciz od his conversion to domestic reform and could dispense with his
ifﬁ Jomatic” qualities now that the United States was in the war anyway.

[}f 17 Was the year of decision in Russia, the same was true in Ger-
— put the outcome was—for the moment—very different. It is even
more reved .

ened in the three west European Allies when they faced their moments
of wartime crisis. David Lloyd George in Britain, Georges Clemenceau in
France, and Vittorio Emanuele Orlando in Italy all emerged as powerful,
war leaders. They are evidence for political scientist

charismatic civilian
Max Weber’s contention that one advantage of a parliamentary system was

its ability to select effective leaders, which he set out in a series of trencha-mt
newspaper articles in 1917.% The German parliament flexed its muscles with
but Bethmann fell because he lost the confidence of
the army. The identity of his successors was largely irrelevant. Power.lay
with the Supreme Command and its right-wing backers. Even the kaiser
slipped increasingly into the shadows. This brought into the open what had
been latent since the beginning of the war.
The “silent dictatorship” of Hindenburg and Ludendorff became
increasingly apparent after July 1917. At home, state-of-siege laws were used
against domestic protests. Wilhelm Groener, one of the few generalsncon-
vinced that the war could not be won by “fighting against the workers,” was
dismissed because he was considered too hard on profiteers and too soft
on trade unions.® Some of the eugenicist fantasies that flourished in the
occupied Ober-Ost were also brought back home. The SuPreme Comma.nj
called for a ban on contraception and the punitive taxan.on of unm:ar'ne
men, who were failing in their “natural duties” to the nation. T;le mlhtj:_,
leadership continued to pursue aggressive War aims. It called for .arlmeand
tions or control of territory to secure supplies of fooc‘i, rav:i/ In{laterm.1 Z,wcre
oil, especially in the east, where cease-fires with Russia and Roman

: t.
followed by the harsh peace treaties of Brest Litovsk and BuchalrePs _
The military position still looked favorable for the ?er.ltraf oonomic
1917 ended, even though the Allies enjoyed a huge su.penonty in ec. o
had been routed at Caporetto, Russia and Romania W

: +vine in Europe. The
out of the war, and American troops were otill arriving 1n P

7, i l y he
a i i Vi (leS.l ned to win World ewr fOrt
ration mn NO ember 191 y g L

Balfour DCCI > s .

Allied cause, was partly an attem

ling to compare what happened in Germany with what hap-

the peace resolution,

resources. Italy
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an awareness that, as the Zionist leader Chaim Weizmanp liked ¢ "

if the Entente did not offer the Jews their own homelang the G, rgf:lst,
surely would.* Later the same month Lord Lansdowne, 5 membey of Briris
ain’s wartime coalition as recently as the year before, published 4 letter i~
the Daily Telegraph calling for a negotiated peace.® After Allje d forces . r}
tured Jerusalem in December, Britain could transfer soldiers to th

front; but Germany could do the same after victory over Russia. Strengt.
ened by forty-four divisions pulled from the east, the German a

- Imy in the
spring of 1918 enjoyed numerical superiority on the western front for the
first time since 1914.

€ Westerp

In March the German Supreme Command launche
Michael, its spring offensive, which began with a len
bardment and an infantry assault across a fifty-
est onslaught in the history of the world,”

d Operation
gthy artillery bog,-
mile front—¥the great-

said Winston Churchill, who
witnessed it.* There were five waves of German attacks between March

21 and July 15. They advanced the German lines as much as forty miles,
within artillery range of Paris. But this was another gamble by German
military commanders, another roll of the dice. The advances stretched the

supply lines and exhausted the troops. While more and more Americans
were now available to the Allies,
huge losses of this spring offensive—300,000 dead or severely wounded
between March and July, almost a million casualties in all. Some of the
soldiers still preserving German victory in the east might have been better
used in the west. From June onward the numbers increasingly favored the

Allies. Like the advance of August—

of unrestricted submarine warfare in

Germany lacked reserves to replace the

September 1914 and the first months

1917, the intoxicating initial success of
the spring offensive was unsustainable. The Allies counterattacked in July,
.Ludcndorff ordered a retreat from the Marne on the twenty-second, and
Just over two weeks later the German lines were broken. German resistance
W:E.hamp ered by the spread of the influenza epidemic, to which German
soldie

s proved especially susceptible because of their meager diet and wea-
riness. By summer a crisis of morale led

to growing rates of desertion and a
great increase in mass surrenders,

“No war can be won with men who give
eral von Einem.” For ordinary soldiers,
with its promise of quick victory and war’s end, gave
ney of summer and fall.
the spring offensive,
Ous to growing concerns about the militar

themselves up,” complained Gen,
the elation of spring,

way to the desponde
'The architect of Ludendorff, remained impervi-

Yy situation among officers in the
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Command. After a crushing defeat on the Somme, he cast about
Sllpreme ° In mid-August he was still assuring the kaiser that victory
for scaPegoatsI;udendorﬁ’ s nervous exhaustion and erratic decision making
e pOSSlble' ointment of a new chief of operations and the intervention
led to the alPP ist. That doctor ordered his patient to sleep more, take exer-
oii psyCh;) Ogcor.wentionally) sing German folk songs when he woke up in
cise, 210 ( i Ludendorff, remarkably, did what he was told. The Supreme
the morie divided in August and September on whether Ludendorft
Command WT ed, whether Germany should seek an armistice, and if so,
should be #%P ack i’t and on what terms. A better time to have asked for
i Sh'ou'ld o uld have been April. Even in July, an orderly withdrawal
e ;’:O e, coupled with a willingness to give up Belgium and ma?(e
bekiiod £2 R' 125’ would have made things difficult for the Allies militarily
other co.n.ceslslm B’ Jate September, the Bulgarian army had been defca?ed,
S erc on the losing end of an Allied offensive ifl.Palestme,
e Otto: artlsian army was falling apart. Even then, Allied military com-
. u:Sllrb lieved that the Germans could have held out for a long
n'mnders ;tii le d George. Instead, suddenly, shockingly, LudendOf{f told
tll(m.e- S{)Niiliam Z; the end of September that the war was lost and arr;}llr.nr:llel:
di?tseercease-ﬁre was necessary—it was cease-fire oi; cata;;opl;i.n iHlssome
or-nothing quality was characteristic of Lude.nfior , making
ways a perfect embodiment of the German military. e e i R
Ludendorff and the Supreme Command now mad iy
to blame the civilian population for German de-feat :mt :llst ’IhI;s -
onto the politicians they had always treated ”w1th c(oln ;ouft) ;n i
beginning of the pernicious “stab in the back legeIr_l‘ ;endorff rew up bis
army,” which gained credibility from the faf:t that Fu O os handred
hands while German forces were still ﬁghtu.lg on .f;n:hat e hod advised
miles from Berlin. Ludendorff told his section (ihlfl Sr b rosponsibl that
the kaiser to bring into the government the peop et n?:)v% eZt thsmgwhich
things have turned out as they have. . .. They mus < in the poisoned chal-
they have served us!”* Ludendorf’s soup was Serv e et sl
ice of the imperial chancellorship, whic;l nOV: I:Z:Zthing bt the ket
wartime bearcrz PrincetNi?;(r:iia;i}?:;\c;liz}rl v;'as a prince, albeit a lzbergi-
G?rmany that s :1 > ;t Social Democrats into the government o; tthf;
:thj?n: r:l?o‘:gh;der?:}iesematives of the other parties that supporte

peace resolution.
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Prince Max rightly believed that an immediate call fo, g
was tantamount to an admission of defeat and tried to persuade
dorff and Hindenburg to delay. They refused. The new chance]l,
fore sent a note to Woodrow Wilson in the early hours of Octo
ask the Allies for an armistice. The role of the Supreme Com,
insisting that the note be sent, and sent immediately,
lic. For a month, everything remained open-ended

Tistioe
Ludem
T there-
ber 4 ¢,
Mand j,
Was not made pub-

: m: » as decisiong Were
made against a background of military collapse and popular discontep;
At home, a series of reforms sailed through after being blocked for years.
They included abolition of the notorious three-class Prussian franchiSe.
Meanwhile, Prince Max’s government responded to a series of notes frorr;
the American president that made an armistice conditional on ve

terms. Ludendorff, keen as ever not to be associated with the deféi,th:(s)}_l
posed resuming the war, but succeeded finally in straining the patier’lce of
the kaiser and was sacked. German negotiators led by Matthias Erzberger
traveled to France on November 8 and reluctantly attached their si

to an armistice agreements that laid down severe terms. It came i
on November 11.

gnatures
nto effect

By then the political landscape had changed utterly. Domestic reform
and the search for an armistice took place while the power of the army was
broken, at least temporarily, although it seemed possible that a military
putsch might occur in Germany similar to the one attempted against the
Prov-isional Government in Russia in September 1917. Instead, Germany
had its version of the Bolshevik Revolution. It was sparked by sailors’ muti-

es in the north, in Kiel and Wilhelmshaven, after the Naval Command—
angered at the armistice talks,

the wartime inactivity of Tirp
fleet to set sail in a futile gestu
breaks the Previous year, but ¢
one another as “comrade Bols

and concerned to salvage its reputation after
itz’s much vaunted battleships—ordered the
re of defiance. There had been mutinous out-
hese were more serious. The sailors addressed
revolt a revolution a5 unrest shjvu:is"” ’lIhe mut'iny becar‘ne ool wnd o
year of growing anet 1. thp feia inland. Nineteen eighteen had been a
e St ¢ first week of November, workers’ and sol-
oviets

cither—were core : ; the German word Rite can be translated as
bordoraa Ia .1s ed across Germany. The kaiser fled across the Dutch
olutionary crowds filled the streets of Berlin. The War Min-

4 .
Is° council. At noon on November 9, Prince
m had abdicated and named Social Democrat
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. Jemnantl, another Social Democrat who had served in Prince Max’s
1 . . .
Sche ment, went out onto the balcony of the Reichstag building and pro-
overn J

jaimed the German republic.
cla

. . Required Reading resumes
The Weimar REPUb lic here through end of chapter

ERMANY WAS NAMED A REPUBLIC ON NOVEMBER 9, 1918, 1T
Weimar Republic the following year, after a National Assem-
anuary 1919 convened in the Thuringian town and produced
hat came into effect in August. That January election had
pbeen the first in Germany history that enfranchised women. f}ut wh‘}‘r Wei;
> One reason was a desire to associate the new Germany with the “good

i of Goethe and Schiller. That was in the minds of the center-
fe;;cr;ifi}::s who dominated the assembly, ‘because.they were aware th:}:st}tlz
victorious Allies were meeting in Versailles during tf.le same mon °
decide Germany’s fate. Choosing a city other thz.m Berh.n was also ; nohich
other parts of Germany leery of what the Prussian capital de.r;otz d, WTh b
is why cities like Frankfurt and Nurembc%'g were also consi fer t e
was another reason to avoid Berlin. The capital was the sce:ne 0 CO}ZI :lnbeei
revolutionary unrest, during which the interior of the_ l.lelchstaé; a e
seriously damaged. Weimar could be protected by a mlhtary. cordon. s
were needed to enter the town; 4000 militia members cstablfshe ma:1

gun posts in windows and on rooftops. That was the se(titlr;lg If;): : ;;rzj
delegates who deliberated in the Weimar State 'Iheat'er ;n t teI o
bers of the press corps who covered them.® Not until August 1919

government move back permanently to Berlin.

i invi jolence of its
The Weimar Republic began, as it ended, in violence. The vio oot
wider postwar upheaval across Lurope,

lutionary and counterrevolutionary
ontested bor-

pecame the
bly elected in J

a constitution t

beginning was intertwined with 2
generated by territorial disputes, by revo 1 e
violence, and in the movement of millions of p.eop € acro
ders. All three created turmoil that lasted well it th; Igrjtoi:l.uing conflict.
The politics of peacemaking was 2 prime. souree (-) ctod by the big three
Representatives of more than two dozen Allies, dor{lm; :s ix}; January 1919.
of Britain, France, and the United States, conven'?d - 15l ;Vla to members
'They hammered out terms that were pres?nted in .ea;‘y h:; o them to
of a shocked German delegation, whose w1s.hfu1 thlr; u:gnd .
expect a milder settlement. The treaty Was signed, reera tz’ tlzle day after
of the Social Democratic government o June 28, five years
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the assassination of Archduke Franz Ferdinand. It

Germany lost one-tenth of its population, one—se;/e ) tem.)s Were pupyg;
fourth of its coal, and half of its iron. In the east Pnth of its territory, o
Ifrussia and Upper Silesia were ceded to Poland \:vh'(;sen’ nd W
513 was c.:arved out to create a “Polish corridor”, to tlhe e
Za :;ee c1Ity.” li\’Iemel passed into Allied hands and ev:niia.l 1D

an.
A Igian. aarland was to be admin; » EUpen ang
stripgof land :lt:r)lr;;;:glh‘;he f)‘renCh granted rights to minlen;::ecred e
Ty :e order wa.ts “demilitarized.” North ; a}ll’ da
restricted to 100,000 a;ld “fmiin}’ ¥08t its colonies, had the size ofc' ICSWig
forbiden to sign any, and ::wuls1 .em.cd tfmks, submarines, or plane 1tsI army
Nations. Germany was ret{:l }(’ilng it with Austria or to join the L; t was
in reparations, and to acceqt t‘re ; ﬁnajll'y, to pay scores of billions of gue of
smef thestraty pt “responsibility” for the war as set out in :rl:izll(:
President Wood i
aty 1917 what the alg;‘:a\zvi‘issn“had warr.led the European powers in Janu-
would, he said. “mean 0 “peace without victory” would look lik
) peace forced upon the loser. . . . It would be accle et. {dt
pte

ne-

parts Of Weg,
of Eagt Prys.

anzj
Zlg beCame

in humiliation, under d
. 2 uress, as an intolerabl i
st able sa
th?%:r:ar:;ex;t$ent, a bitter memor}’.”9° That was (;:;fj:eGaend would leave a
. o rm ;
shared acro(s)s the rsalu,e?’ as a vindictive victors’ peace. It waszl I:lsspcr?cwed
unceasingly on t; P(?htlcal spectrum, although voiced most viol;:?mel:it
the legend that Ge right, where the denial of defeat was most intensz :Zd
became an article z_ I;“_‘tr;ly h;ﬁ been stabbed in the back by traitors at home
aith.o"
Versailles w: nadimesidiia also non-Germans who th
them was a i;znf:;hSh;}’;l arsh, “Carthaginian” peace. The most ?:i}:;tsh:;
r of the Briti .
John Maynard Keynes ritish delegation at Versailles, the economist
Were they ri :
y right? i
among thcmselvis thoni:)‘, in pal‘ft. The fact is that the Allies disagreed
the Anglo-SaxOns’ ; rench invariably taking a tougher view than
for example, had ’ran the Germans benefited from that. The French
and for the whole I())fe;;ed for.DanZig to be awarded outright to P OIMd’
France had also want dpper SGilsalis b e Folihrdihon s plebiscite’
the Rhine. The Versae'll to annex the Saarland and occupy the left bank of"
not contain. A Preamtl)l estfreaty is notable in other ways for what it did
e that would h
dropped. The Alli ] u ave underscored Ge ’
lies rejected the idea of exacting tribute in:rt::g gg:i‘rit :VI'?:
’ g
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of asking for itemized “reparations” that reflected h

ally for France and Belgium) and were anywa r: - rs; 1

pack.?” The loss of colonies was, like so much else in i’he f: o

German pride, but might be considered a blessing given the e:g; .

heet and the costs in imperial policing that Germany nolion ::'

pad to bear As the pacifist Carl von Ossietzky noted, “Germans can slegep
he guns start firing in China or Morocco.” German ter-

eacefully when t
he Continent were hardly unreasonable, moreover, given

ritorial losseson t
the historical identity and ethnic composition of the country’s contested

porderlands. Three million of the 6.5 million people living on the “lost”
Jands were non-German speakers. The new borders in the east were actu-
ally drawn with great care. The “Polish corridor,” for example, was kept as
thin as possible and every effort made to minimize the severing of trans-

portation ro n the end, despite its losses, Germany remained both
intact and 2 e—more like France after Napoleon

than Germany after Hitler.
German losses were also mode ustained by its

Central European allies Austria, Hungary, and Bulgaria. Widening the
lens to include these settlements reminds us that the German-speaking

lands were part of a much larger postwar recasting of former empires,
sometimes by treaty, often by violence. Four multinational empires broke
apartasa result of the war: the Romanov, Habsburg, and Ottoman as well
as the Hohenzollern. The “shatter zones™ they left behind were sites of vio-
lent conflict for years after the war ended, fueled by the legacy of milita-

rism, the bitterness of defeat, and efforts to construct newW nation-states 10

mixed areas. The violence flared up across east-central Europe-*
particularly large role in this, with some

German paramilitary Freikorps forces
nd men fought brutally, first against

al authorities, then against Latvians
lovakian state, ultra-

4l route

leg .
es (espect

Joss
5ca16d
blow to
palance S

utes. |
major power in Europ

st compared with those s

ethnically
Ethnic Germans did not play 2

important exceptions. In Latvia,
numbering as many as forty thousa

the Bolsheviks at the invitation of loc

to secure a German presence.‘” In the new Czechos e
: i i an
nationalists among the German—speakmg p0pulat10ﬂ established “(erm

dreamed about becoming part of an Austrian of Greater
Czech army marched in and quickly quelled
off wild rumors ross the German border
ws Above all, there was the German-

held under Allied auspices in March

wering violence from

provinces.” They
German homeland, until the
the upstart movement, setting
about a threatened «Czech invasion-

Polish border. A Silesian plebiscite WaS
1921, which led to a short-lived Polish revolt and ans

ac
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German paramilitary Freikor i

Ger kill:; - y ps units. As many as twe the

The final postwar settlement of German borders v

lent elsewhere. Plebiscites in Schleswig passed off peaCefas Ostly Jegs vi
not%ling in Alsace-Lorraine or the Saarland that came 11111},, and ther, WON
1<=:tt1ng in the Baltic and the German-Polish borderlancdose to the bloo:;s
I::le?ce }Tlonf?r the Rhine corridor. One notorious instanc: Bu.t there Wag
13? y rfetoncal. The stationing of around tenty-five of it TeMaineq
;)hi;e; mrio;vljcr);t;htAﬁica, Senegal, and Madagascar inO‘:;and Frency,
on the Rhine” in wo:dan :g.ly ramsf campaign against the “blz (l’(CCUpied
schwarze Schmach.® Gra a;:ilc N mCh'lding S Boese's g cﬁlhorror
and girls by semianimall) " cla;rt?ons :leplcted the rape of Germ ok
Noars arbarians.” This campaign reach 'an Women
- Jtwas orchestrated by the government ; _aC ed its peak ip
domestic resentment that Germany’s ow in Berlin and Played op

the infendd ot n colonies had j
N : ust
dience was also International. The purp Just been tost, but
. 0se was to discred;
credit

“sand Peop)e

ernment worked wi i
with organizations like the Rhenish W
b
sh Women'’s League,

which spread “black horror’
orror” pro .
from womenp’ o Propaganda international}
(Labour poliﬁi izrg;;m]Z;tmns in Britain and the Unite dY Sa:;i fo?lr;ii support
n L. €s. it
- Morel, a fierce critic of earlier Belgian Vi(j:l Bnn?h
ence in

the Congo Wro 1020 hl ‘16 H
'y te a 9 a[np et e Horror
0 'y W aACKe

F‘rancc i p 4 | ll W ect 1 h'onle
as an 1mpe ia i

. . t i
3PPetites This raciom of 11 lel;t ;)1 th;lrdsupposedly uncontrolled sexual
so had a right-wing G
g German counter-

al' . . .
Ist organizations like the German Emer-

while exp

: ous campaign of 1920—21 left
€rm stigmatization of the so-called

€r

There was
also mor, : :
years 1918193 th © Physical violence along the Rhine border in th
€r 1n €

an is somet;
solved an : €times recogonj i
d avariety of ologtil adventg ized. The region’s future was unre-

separatism—the crougie. e iturers advocated the cause of Rhenish
(although efisctiny - some kind of republic that would b 1
tection. A separatisy e rench), perhaps under League of N 'e -
mpted in 1919 in Speyer. So?;i:olr::sagir:g-
j 2

of the French Army on the Rhine, still

_ ch was atte
3 mcluding the head

)

-

wr -
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od dis memberment of Germany’s westernmost limb, however much
h and (while they were still there) the Americans made it cle
unacceptable. :

favo
th e B fitlS

¢hat this W28
Hanging over all this were questions about the size of German repara-

tions, still being haggled over, and the delivery of reparations in kind. The
Ruhr, in the northern Rhineland, was the great prize here because it.pro—
vided most O
fora possible occupation of the Ruhr went back to 1918, initially conceived
25 4 measure of military security, but increasingly viewed as a way to secure
reparations. The Ruhr ports of Diisseldorf, Duisburg, and Ruhrort were
occupied in 1921 in response to German stubbornness, and French plans for
full-scale occupation were well advanced. “It will come—sooner or later,”
said a fatalistic Lord Curzon, the British foreign minister.”
It came in January 1923, when France finally lost patience with Ger-
n negotiators and used a shortfall in timber deliveries as justification
to occupy the Ruhr. For good measure, they also occupied the right-bank
territory between the French military bridgeheads. The German govern-
ment called for noncooperation and passive resistance. That expressed the
feelings of most Ruhr dwellers but was almost certainly the wrong policy
choice. Germany could have acquiesced, expressed moral indignation, and
insisted on an immediate conference. Given British and American atti-
tudes, this would probably have delivered in 1923 the kind of compromise
actually achieved in 1924, but without the intervening pain.” In the event,
France responded to passive resistance by expelling thousands of German
officials, bringing in French personnel, and trying “saboteurs” in military
courts. The Berlin government acceded to French demands in the fall, but
not before its policy of printing money to keep the economy going during
the crisis caused serious inflation (with its origins in the war) to become
dramatically worse. This ended in the notorious hyperinﬁation in Novem-
ber 1923, when a dollar was worth 4.2 trillion marks. The political cost of

this “world turned upside down” would be paid later.*
The Ruhr crisis promptcd a final separatist spasm. There had been French

back-channel support for Rhenish separatists since the end ofthe bt
1923 it was the separatists who acted, causing Paris to st ble i R

There was a comic-opera element to some of the putsches and seizures of
town halls. The separatists were relatively few and disorganized. Often,
their actions bordered on brigandage. But by the first week of November
1923, the Rhenish red-white-green tricolor flew over many towns in the

, - .
£ Germany’s remaining coal, iron, and steel. French planning

ma.
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Rhineland. This final postwar effort to alter Germany’s Western bogge,
violence was answered with violence. Eight months earlier, jn March, as by
aratist named Josef Smeets had been shot and injured by Germay, natio ne 1~
ists in Cologne and his brother-in-law killed. Six months later, there Waz A
shoot-out between separatists and nationalists in Diisseldorf, which becarn:
known as Bloody Sunday. Two months after that, another skirmish out-
side Bonn left more than a hundred dead. The end of the so-calleg revolye
republic in the Palatinate was equally brutal. Franz-Josef Heinz, self-styleq
head of the Palatine Republic, was assassinated by nationalist

S in early Jap,.
ary 1924, together with his main advisers, while enjoying afterdinner drinks

in a Speyer hotel. Weeks later, a nationalist mob in the town of Pirmageng
trapped the remnants of the Palatine separatist move
which they set alight, shooting those who tried to

ment in the town hall,
escape. Fifteen bodies
were recovered from the ashes the next morning, s

This bloodletting was the German version of the borderland violence
that exploded across postwar Europe. The revolutionary and counterrevoly-
tionary violence that raged from 1918 through 1923 was felt with equal force,
Reds and Whites fought each other as viciously in Central Europe as they

did in Russia, and with the same slogans. This was a pan-European con-
flict, which stre

tched from Russia to Spain and northern Italy. But events
in Germany ass

umed special importance, for what happened there was seen
by supporters and opponents of revolution

“The common people are furious,
That was the scornful diary entry o
spent the war years in Leipzig,
Paper. It is a familiar gibe:
told to storm a railroad statio
cliché is quite wrong, After t
archy in 1918, moderate Soci

alike as critical for the future.

but what is the use of furious sheep.”
f Australian Ethel Cooper, who had
after the government raided a radical news-
Lenin once scoffed that German comrades
n would buy platform tickets first.”s But the
he initial events that brought down the mon-
al Democrats tried to lead the revolution into

Hall putsch in 1923, but by repeated efforts on
the left to establish 2 revolutionary or Bolshevik—style regime in Germany.
These began with the Spartacist Uprising of ]anuary 1919 and the Bavarian
Soviet Republic in April of

that year, continued with the Red Army of the
Ruhr uprising in the spring of 1920 and the so-called March action of 1921,

and ended with the October uprising in 1923, All were put down.

N
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..h Ebert and his fellow Social Democrats have been heavily
Friedsic their conduct, especially for their willingness to use both
criticized for militaries and army to suppress the Spartacist Uprising, in
reikorE® Pa;a hich the radical leaders Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Lieb-
the course © W dered. Accused by contemporary conservatives of stabbing
knecht wert? mllf the back, the Social Democrats are now more likely to
the 0ld regm’w}ifltoriams of not stabbing it hard enough. The critics have
be accused by ;;, indecently rapid willingness to embrace the forces of
a point. Thf: SP S. 1 revolution emboldened conservatives and left rn:f.ny
“order” against s'ocml e because of the failure to do more housecleaning
antircpublica'ns lrf;hP ai diciary was just one example, with its rcmark'ftblc
of the old elite. ?J conservatives who committed political assassina-
Jeniency in sentf:ncll‘lnghveS of prominent figures like Matthias Erzberg.er
ot which tools the Social Democratic sins of omission and commis-
and Wf;lthi)ft Iz?}t,h;ﬁl;bu ted to the division and bitterness on the left that
ion undoubte ar.
s roted so s ;n tilf)fl i:eyg;;zfz;[ee;as entries in both columns. P_‘t
But the balanc‘:: s erecoalition (with the Catholic Center and Demoycr;;lsct:
thehead S 1C¢ W;;)n:mocrats presided over the creation of Germany s o
PartiCS) ——y while instituting advanced w.elfare provisi y
parliamentary derrfocracy, ithout resort to the dictatorial methOfiS use
(hated by much of mdustr).') e :1) thev achieved this while constrained b.y
by the Bolsheviks in Ru‘ssm.fArihe Al};ied blockade remained in place until
t:e I\)/?uﬁ(':;:f %:Z:;nvil;?i;énzrd in June 1919. Criti;s migh;1 ;ip}lli t‘)}:;izez
the Versai PR i W
L= ehe Soc:lal r'e VOIuSO:nl;k:hz\l: ﬁev‘:)su?; 1a}lrnd shiuld hav:*. harl;;sliﬁ;ci
d}(: Pedpl vt‘;h:;};ilcsalti:n,of the councils and shop SteV’VI?;:'S :a(?ilcz forces
the grassroo i . roposition:
sgainst the old <1, W};ii:r? ?}Vr:rzr;j:ctl) 12)11’8 :rly ppOlitical partyTt;eC;‘zzlo:_’
un cashed b?’ e uts but those to the left of them, too. el
notjust Socts Demo;rati:: and anarchic. Its ferocious e‘nergk)i cwar- o
e li %O di’ nities that workers faced dunnitd: ;oduc_
iy Wcafiffess,? . ing bg the military, dangerOUﬂ.}' e 1:1 vc};nier 1918
hobtlzacon. hec’t[(;ln:;gldc}ilen collapse of the old regime in . :r s o
ﬁOHPEEZZ Eii?z\r;sly fmorganized groups}imo t;;zt:;::; —
pro : oung, the rev ” ; ot
iveri'i{lin:c,czr:]i\tess I:ii;lli):lf}(;;:i};;};nd ‘%them up there.” The estimated
0s

m ‘l'rf I t [[)a(le 1hlllgs more Scdatc.
y hardly
1 in Clrcula 1
llllon Ilﬂes unla u on
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Even Rosa Luxemburg, who probably had more
good sense of the “masses” than any revolution

the problem of the many “little revolutions ” | .
the Revolutionchen—that defined events in E}
. An “unscripted” revolution, then?o® Ip man

t101.1 completely lacks a script, even 2 choreo rZ vl:ays, p e ot
radicals were heirs to a wide repertoire of pre—gI I; ’ ?‘Oth P
a.nd Rcrformativc. Social Democrats could i e oviem
libraries and cycling clubs, “respectable” t chIWOke fhe
May Day rallies, and election campajons: o
strike, street protests, and a morepdifgsl’l

faith in the s
Iy in Europe
ocal, splintered, dis

: world of
unionism, we[|-
radicals coyld point

o :ii :V;r: zr;:;.bile; sometimes they had
s R public .wa? overthrown at the
et }j;med him in Austrian exile or
Compereated udapest-Berlin axis.”" One of

st Alexander Rado, who fled Budapest

dto G i
€rMany in 1922, and played 4 leading in the

beginning of August 1919
went on to Germany, whe’
them was the Hungarian
for Austria in 1919

;ld to Zurich and moving to
hyss, from Kharkov, went to
cht.s The hopes Luxemburg

Pontane0us
) I‘Cfcrred to

ermany.nq ar ate—

To revoly,-
Crateg and
» both Practicy)
WOl‘kers’
OIganizeq

. o r

s s
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n Russia run througﬁ the many letters she wrote to Sophie, as they
do in a letter to Clara Zetkin, a fellow radical, which called the Februa
Revolution a0 “overture” and predicted “an echo in the whole world ”Z
Russian events also had a powerful impact on Ernst Diumig, a Spokcsrr;an
for the workers” council movement and sometime chairman of the Inde-
pendent Social Democrats, who briefly joined the Communists. After the
October Revolution, he proclaimed: “We are not mere spectators of events
in Russia, we participate in them with full fervor. We mean to learn from
what happens there and then apply the lessons fruitfully to the struggles for
the salvation of humanity from the claws of capitalism.”s
Russia also inspired Germans of a younger generation. Ernst Reuter,
later the high-profile Social Democratic mayor of West Berlin during the
Cold War, but an unknown radical thirty years earlier, learned his Com-
munist politics as a Russian POW." Max Hoelz, who became notorious
for his left-wing political banditry in the German Vogtland, was an apo-
litical young man, more Christian than socialist, when he served on the
castern front and learned about the Russian Revolution. This “made a great
impression even on those of us who were not socialists,” he wrote. None
of the German soldiers believed that the revolution would be confined to

PlaCed .

Russia.™”

The Red Army was another Russian institution adopted in Germany.
Self-styled Red armies formed in several regions where attempts were
made to bring about a more radical revolution. The first was created during
the tragic sequence of events that transpired in Bavaria. A Bavarian Soviet
Republic was established in Munich in April 1919, led by playwright Ernst

Toller. Well-meaning and ineffectual, a socialist republic run by bohe-

mian intellectuals, it was overthrown after a week and rcplaced by a more
born Eugen

obviously Soviet-style regime whose leaders were the Russian-
and strong.

Leviné and Max Levien. They built a Red army thirty thous
viet methods in Germany ended

'Their attempt to apply uncompromising So

in violence, with the killing of hostages, which was followed by a bout

of “white terror” from the right. Toller, who tried hard to save the hos-
ed army, locking

tages, later described how children in Munich played R
gs or cellars and shouting “Up the Reds”

was dreadful to hear these games, he said;
d his successors’ version
glow” of the Bolshevik
ly in Russia” silenced all

their enemies up in outbuildin
or “Down with the Whites.” It
but the reality was more dreadful.”® Toller dislike

e, &« H
of class warfare and criticized how the magical

Revolution and the words “we do things different
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debate.” But Toller as well as Leviné and Levien had
for. During a year, 1919, when social privation was great, Pl
Germany'’s political future was still open, the revoluti o
Munich’s salon radicals and the ideological rigidit ofonary
that replaced it combined to do great damage to th}; 1 fthe's
also turned Munich, overnight, into a bastion of the . L—Wl_n
The second Red army in Germany during thes i
mustered in the Ruhr, in response to the Kapp put l: iy
5o,)ooo."Ihc insurrection it mounted in Marchprgzscf v;rit I:I:
ers’ uprisin i S
Cities};argega zzy:vr:;;c : Germany. The Red Army of the Ruhr ¢
e o o .nes nTan.y as 300,000 miners followed the onltroned
S tg 1gon'a’aons between the insurgents and tl(;a o
I iy n erhn: The broad support enjoyed in th Re newly
Frv— Ofworkilt VC;’y dlﬂ”e‘rent from its namesake in Mue i Ehr Y
S gl ng-c ass. ra'dllcalism was different, too o The
Sl v ;rce. antlr'ml-itarism reawakened by the Ka
e e | orribly similar. Military forces and F 'kpP Putsc‘h_
¢ uprising. More than one thousand rnembe:se 1 ; ris uII{uts
of the Red

army died, man .
sh :

e » kY shot while already in captivity or “seeki

another white terrog. e Y or “seeking to escape.” It

n eVCr’ When
Playactjng b
OViet republiz
g 'cauSe, ]hcy
ar lan rlgh t.
ENt years v,
mbered g¢ east
¢ largest Work-

1t was, above

The radical left
was united in the belief
Bt o la _ elief that events in G
et e oictrhstrugglz 'This was also the view in Moscow. eCr}m'any f‘;'mCd
) e new Communist i Wisnigony Zdne-
March 191 . ist International (Comint ;
immedi:t:,f :)trocl;u}r:ed the following month that Munichem), f‘bu}?ded }in
e of the proletari : was “where the
decided™ The fuifures o - Fovolution throughout E i
Pl Slof, : 1z:lures tl:xat year in Bavaria, Hungary, and il:(t):i: . ll;c
pean secretarn of Zl:n Scfwet Republic did not dampen I;opcs A we tegua ’
received new ident; ~omintern was opened in Berlin, That wa.s whe ¢ agonts
Berlin was the re‘fles a'nfi papers before going off to the Balkans (:: gge{m
Red Army ﬂdvagnc:(ti Walt\;‘r;g room of world history.”* Even in 1920 ;:igle'
. on Warsaw in th, i . ’
pects still seemed e Polish-Soviet W -
€d open for Red revolution in Spain anda;taln : (t;l e
aly, Germany

nt i
pgn:m;_h th‘.: I'argCSt organized working class.
of realistic Soviet hopes, What happened

y similar defeats in I :
back from Wars;:V_ taly and Spain. Farther east,

The
prospects for
r i
evolution in the west were never what M
what 0SCOW

'But 1920 marked the high
in the Ruhr was matched b
the Red Army was turped

t
F¥o answe,
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they were- 'The most radical movements of the left in Germany (as
in Ttaly and Sp ain) Wer_e Tcgi(.)nal or workplace forms of activism not eas-
iy sssimilable tO % Leninist e of revolution.” They were closer to what
Lenin denounced in Lefi-Wing Communism: An Infantile Disorder, written
n 1920+ Twice in three years, however, the German Communist Party itself
ried to burry history along with failed uprisings. The catastrophic March

with its “theory of the offensive” (begin the uprising, and

action of 1921,
the workers will join it) and attempts at provocation with staged attacks
of Communist buildings, was a piece of desperate political adventurism,

ressed on the German Communists by Zinoviev and Comintern envoys
like Béla Kun. The final disaster was an attempt to seize power in the
October uprising of 1923, to take advantage of the Ruhr crisis. The decision
came from Moscow, which sent Soviet advisers to help set up “Red hun-
dreds,” or paramilitary detachments, in Germany. The uprising was called
off before it began when the hopelessness of its prospects became obvious.
It went ahead only in Hamburg, where one hundred insurgents died on
the barricades. This failed «German October” strengthened the reactionary
right and further poisoned relations between different parts of the left, for
the Communists had recently joined coalition governments with the left-
ning Social Democrats in central Germany, who now understandably

thought

lea
felt betrayed.™

The radical left crossed borders with ease. Alexander Rado, the Hungar-

ian who headed Leipzig’s Communist military units in the October upris-

ing, moved on to Moscow the following year. Ruth Fischer, later a leader of
passed back and forth frequently between

the German Communist Party,

Berlin and Moscow before October 1923- Another inveterate border crosser
was the revolutionary-at-large Karl Radek. Born in the Habsburg Empire,
he had fought during the 1905 Russian revolution in Warsaw, then settled
in Germany as a Social Democratic journalist, before going to Switzerland
during the war, where he boarded the “sealed train” as one of Lenin’s com=
panions. As the Comintern’s German expert, Radek practically commuted

between Berlin and Moscow in the early 19208

The ultra-nationalist right crossed borders, 00 Paramilitary groups
in Germany, Austria, and Hungary cooperated closely. Eri.ch Ludendorff,
now an embittered enemy of the republic, and Admiral Miklgés Horthy of
Hungary were in contact with each othet,
second half of the 1860s and profoundly hostile to th

destine meetings took place in the summer of 19201n

two military men born in the
e postwar world. Clan-
Budapest and Bavaria,
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to ?oordmate plans for suppressing revolution and installin
. " al .
regimes in Germany and Austria. The members of Europe J uthol’ltalria,l
groups had much in common. The young men in theij tv€ an Paramjj;¢,
r .
the ranks of the German Freikorps had experiences that enitles who filleq
.. resem
u :
'yo ng me:n of similar age and nonproletarian background e] bled those of
in countries that were neutral in the war (like Spain) clsewhere, even
. R n) or :
’gl}llke Italy), but especially in the Central European shatt. Nomina] Victorg
ere, paramilitari sk 20n
o ) Pal zllmlhtanes were forged by the same encounters w.thes of €mpjre,
rritor i !
oo 1Thoss, and revolutionary upheaval. Their bedrock War, defeat,
similar. lhey wi i i X mentalj
: y ere violent, ultra-nationalist, anti-Bolshevi ntality v
ypermasculine, and antifeminist.™¢ ik, antisemitic
The postwar politi . ’
often def erate kf(;htlcal turmoil caused another, more lar
iy ﬁ}: . nd of border crossing. No previous confli ge-scale, and
efugees. lTen milli .
o Si g n;lhon people left their country of i produced so
. Sometimes M
- tl ese had become new countries in which the end of
W ..
il Od; elcome. Some citizens became stateless et = St
s ; revoluti
large numbers mo 0;1 -the road to somewhere else. In the casc,: of g}lunon 5
Hilsotienms }\IIe in both directions across the countrv’ o
ns w s
S 0 had.been recently dispossessed went ZG v borders
ans whose involuntary di ermany, like
there were Germans £ ary displacement had begun in 1914. Th
“«
fomms nags from the “lost territories” in th, o e
. ine, 1.3 million in total. One-fifi BB R Gy Hlsarer
in territory ceded to oth. . th of all the ethnic Germans livin
fust Germans who er. powers migrated to Germany. But it ;
escaping pogroms 510:;: fnto Germany. So did as many as 100 OOV;? -

‘ aine and Galici ’ w5
lapsed tsarist and Habsburg empi ;haa, on the borderlands of the col-
i ires. Some :

Th Jew_s) traveled on to the Netherland ;0,000 EEheaA sl ame
.e majority settled in Germany es -si1t e United States, or Palestine.
exi - ey i i
n ftence was brilliantly describe:i bp R RSt gt
f alist and writer Joseph Roth. B y another Galician-born Jew, the jour-
or another group from Caster' . erlin was also the preferred destination
.. n .
and civil war. Half 5 million of tl}llropea Russians fleeing from revolution
;ettl._ed in Charlottenburg (which o \'ivcnt to Germany. In Berlin they
chéneberg (St. Petersburg o ‘ hWas nicknamed Charlottengrad) and in
gussmns moved SimUItaneOu; t e Wittenbergplatz).»* Large numbers of
i o i
ermany (approachj y n the opposite directio i
o'l Pproaching two million, all n, former POWs in
T8 st leaving in 1921. More th ¢ o) whretanied hous: fn eges
interned also left Germany—B AN 100,000 “enemy aliens” who had bien,
ritons, other Europeans, Australians, and
L ]
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- Zealanders.129 So did large numbers of Poles, among them longtime
Jents. They moved east into the newly established Polish state while
d west out of the “lost territories,” a relatively peaceful
lations, certainly by comparison with the fate of Greeks

N

exC
and T urks

Ethel Coopeb
sweep who as

in the same years.
the Australian diarist, spoke in 1916 with a Leipzig chim-

ney sured her bitterly that when the war was over, everyone
who wasn't dead would emigrate.”> Germans did, in fact, emigrate after
1918, but the numbers were smaller than expected and most emigrants had
jeft by 1924. The most unconventional group of them consisted of the 150

o went to the Soviet Union in 1920 to become pioneers in

Communists wh

an “Eastern Settlement,” helping to build socialism. They belonged to an

unded by a Leipzig Communist, Alfons Goldschmidt, who
rk” would be welcomed in

organization fo
was confident that the example of “German wo
hen the pioneers arrived in Kolomna, south of Mos-

the new regime. But w!
cow, their “factory in the forest” turned out to be decrepit and filled with
hostile Russians. Living conditions were intolerable and most of the Ger-

mans returned home.™
Latin America was a more common destination for German emigrants,

strongly favored by the Foreign Office and newly created Office of Migra-
tion, which encouraged emigrants to choose places of existing German set-
tlement and thus “preserve Germandom abroad.” A flurry of emigrants left
140,000 people, almost equaling the numbers who had left for

¢ whole of the previous seventy years. But most went to
not to rural “German” settle-

he first postwar years, emi-
hed nineteenth-century
s from Brit-

after 1919,

Latin America in th
io Paolo and Buenos Aires,

major cities like S
ments. Their exodus was 2 blip, anyway- Aftert
gration from the Weimar Republic never approac
levels. The numbers not only lagged far behind emigration level
ain and Italy, they trailed those of Portugal and Poland.™*
The year 1924 marked 2 change, in this as in s0 many other respects.
e of attempted

It was when the Ruhr crisis ended, and the postwar cycl
me to an end. It was when hyperinflation gave way to

d the Dawes Plan rescheduled German reparations
hitect of those policies, Gustav Stresemann,
with the western Alljes that culminated
ne of those rar¢ instances when cultural
ijoeconomic change,
and cinema of the

insurrections also ca
economic stability, an
payments. It was when the arc

initiated the policy of cooperation
in the Locarno Treaty of 1925. In ©
hm as political and soc

change moved to the same rhyt
literature,

it was also when the edgy, cxpressionist art,
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1mmed1ate postwar Years was re

laced b :
Neue Sachlichkeit, the “new SP °¢ 2y something more coo]

e S obriety.” The years 1o, ,..
o thf chlti" :lsatrh; golcli;n years, between the crises of t}?e2 2:1929 A€ usuqy
iy eplf ic. Were they? And how did Germ Y and lage Yearg
o v e wider world after the animosities and =g
postwar years had recededp Proken
The German economy was thorou

ghly deglobalizeq du
the Allied blockade

’ So‘cillled

aliby ate jtg
relations of

rin
g the war d

a
nd the Seizure

ertaking_las
ries caused

late 1920s, as global productio
grew. The United States, Ca
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fnally returned to prewar levels by the late 19205, but the economy faced
rious underlying problems, both of them connected in one way
or

£wo €
r with the United States.

anOthe
One was the process of “rationalization,” which increased productivity
put at the cost of unefnplo}’mc.nt. ?n the Ruhr, the mechanization of coal
mining led to a drastic reduction in the number of miners, from 550,000
0 350,000 This shakeout meant that jobless rates, so low in the early
19208, T0SE steadily during the so-called golden years. Unemployment
stood at nearly 3 million in the spring of 1929, six months before the Wall
Street crash. Rationalization did not just cost jobs; it led to speeded-up
work conditions, in mines, factories, and offices.”" This process was closely
associated with two Americans. One was Frederick Taylor, whose time-
and-motion, “scientific management” approach to efficiency on the fac-
tory floor (known as Taylorism) provided the underlying philosophy of the
cationalization movement. The other was Henry Ford, who gave his name
to an “ism” in Germany, Fordismus. Germans bought 200,000 copies of
Ford’s My Life and Work in translation, and more than fifty books were
written about him in the 1920s. Ford represented different things to dif-
ferent people, and arguments about Fordism were really arguments about
how to use American economic models in Germany. Industrialists argued
that American success was based on the fast pace of work, high produc-
tivity, and lack of protective labor legislation. Trade unionists and Social
Democrats countered that it was advanced technology coupled with high
wages and the resulting mass consumption which underlay American suc-
cess. These were proxy debates for the ferce class struggles that animated
Weimar politics.
Excessive dependence on foreign capital was the other economic prob-

lem that lurked beneath the German economic recovery- This was an Amer-
ates was Germany’s major creditor.
d 1930. About two-

uo These created

ican question, too, because the United St

Germany borrowed 28 billion marks between 1924 an

e rest went to reparation payments.
States lent the Germans money,

ritish and French, who used it to

German dependence on foreign
wiped out domes-

thirds was invested, th
a perfect triangular system: the United
which they sent as reparations to the B
repay their huge war debts to America.

capital was partly a result of the inflation, which first

tic savings that might have been invested at home, then caus.ed ﬂx.ghts of
worried about another inflation. So

capital by nervous would-be investors :
pital——which was forthcoming, but

Germany came to depend on foreign ca
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at relatively high rates of interest, and left the country ex
term loans were called home in 1929. Posed Wher, sho
_ It
Despite the loss of Saarland and Upper Silesian coalfie]
metal” branches of coal-iron-steel remained 3 formida elds, the -
er~

man economy. This was still the “ce
ntury of steel,” a5 4 Frenc
Minjg,
€r

remarked during the Ruhr occupation. That was wi,

Ruhr so.seriously—can one imagine the occupation Wf . Fra.n ¢
duced shirts or typewriters? Heavy industry represen Z y re'glon

. futurt.e conflict as well as the hard currency of re ; 'the oo
'mdustne.llists formed notorious combines and cartpla i,
in chemicals, optics, and electrics, the industries ilf iy
a glo.bal economic heavyweight. The chemical combiar:ehlaé e

an heav-y
OMpanjeq

begins again on Monday morning.
characteristically “modern”

ble part of the Vy
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Juring the Spartacist Uprisi.ng to reach cinemas and dance halls.“ Tennis
Jubs, dance music, and fashionably dressed girls turn up in the memoirs of
»ung MED who grew up in the 1920s and later achieved fame as émigrés,
Jike the historians Peter Gay and Sebastian Haffner.* The culture of enter-
nt, which came in upper-middle-class and lower-middle-class ver-

tainme .
s, attracted the attention of some of Weimar Germany’s sharpest social

sion:
observers. Siegfried Kracauer pinned down one version in his article “The
Little Shopgils Go to the Movies,” a trenchant account of how capitalist
mass culture offered an emptied-out, escapist experience.*s Joseph Roth
ranged widely over upper- and lower-class pleasure haunts in journalistic
ieces devoted to a movie theater, amusement parks, Berlin’s six-day cycle
race, and drinking joints where he managed “to take malicious pleasure at
the phenomenon of so much industrialized merriment.“® In another piece
he muses on the imminent arrival of the skyscraper in Germany, adding a
typically barbed tailpiece: “Oh—and already you hear that the first sky-
scraper in Berlin is to have a great entertainment palace, with cinemas,
dance hall, bar, Negro bands, vaudeville, jazz.”# Roth was alluding to new
dances like the shimmy and Charleston that took German cities by storm,
and to the jazz bands that played them, including the Chocolate Kiddies
(with young Duke Ellington) and the great saxophonist Sidney Bechet.#*

The Tiller Girls on the stage of a Berlin vaudeville theater in 1926
Popular with audiences, they interested critics like Siegfried Kracauer

4s an ezample of “a ssembly-line” entertainment.
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Germans referred to die verrdickten Zwanziger Jabre, their yer.:
the Roaring Twenties. Movies, skyscrapers, cocktails, and jazzerslon of
shorthand for “American.” The supposed “Americanization” of g ?Vel'e |
something Germans argued about vigorously in the Weimar Iilew Wag
There was undeniably a growing U.S. influence on patterns of et:’public.
spending. It could be seen on the silver screen, where over 4og 1ng and
films shown in Germany by the mid-1920s were made in Holl PRt of
Ford Motor Company opened a factory in Cologne. Coca- Coi':"%d. The
bottling plant. And when, in its campaign to make “modern” Ey Opened 5
clean shaven as their American counterparts, the Boston razor biopeans as
pany Gillette encountered its chief competition in Germany, it ade com-
by. buying a controlling interest in the local company.™ Cy;ca_résplonded
Gillette were two U.S. brands whose advertising in Germany was h0 a and
a‘ftlcr January 1927, by the newly opened Berlin office of Americ -
tising behemoth J. Walter Thompson, whose other clients include?inKadver_
I.(e]logg’s cereals, and Wrigley chewing gum.>® Even the mod odak,
like JWT's in Berlin, smacked of America, with its typin oOler ndoﬁce,
z:if:clof)m.infl around in pneumatic tubes. The office and %hi wh?’;—czlliz;
. rs in it : so attracted the attention of critical social observers (includ-
ing, once again, Kracauer). Then there were those retail em oriumsC ltlhe
g:g) a;trtl;;“vt‘,::ogozﬂs(i Cha'in stor'e: 'f.[he c?cpartment store reachid Gerrr’lany
posedly harme:d e rvaltllves criticized it as a “Jewish” institution that sup-
and encouraged klepst;nrjlarfih OP}I:CePer» engaged in sharp business practices,
alnost wndanged foto the 21, c arxssgzes first le\.reled in the 1880s and repeated
did not arrive in Germany un9ti2101s' Th; chain store (the “five-and-dime”)
orerad %6 dlons i Frmeen Tg:;,lw_ C}T the first branch of Woolworth’s
1928. It was, ironically, th f. 'ty theee more branches fallowed iy
Karstadt that res d}’rd e o fcn reviled department stores like Tietz and
German chai ponded to this American retail “invasion” by establishing

N chain stores to compete with Wool hs.153

The turnover of department and chaj worth’s.
many than i \ nd chain stores was much lower in Ger-

y t. an in the United States or Britain. But th wer in
were highly charged because they raised " ut.t e arguments about them
future of society, not just what one bo hquestlons about identity and the
debates over cinemas and dance halls t‘}llg t and where one bought it. Like
They were also closely tied up with ;es:'y exposed generational fault lines.
had been criticized even before the(ivar flons Of:gender, Department stores
and for the unfettered purchase of “1uxu(;;"thclr largely female sales staffs

goods by the well-off women
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e. In, the 19208, a distinct type of female consumer
J—the «modern girl” (the English term was used interchangeably
neue Frau, 0 “new woman”). Like her counterparts in other coun-
it the flapper (U.S), garpm.me‘ (France), modan garu (Japan), and modeng
s (China), the modern girl in Germany used lipstick, nail polish, face
rcam, fancy soaps, and deodorant; she smoked cigarettes, wore high heels,
il favored cloche hats. She was chic, cosmopolitan, sexually adventurous,
and nobody’s fool.s* This was not a version of womanhood that went down
well among conservative Germans. In fact, many German men were con-
cerned about the “feminization” of German society and the accompanying
erosion of “manly” virtues. The critique of “A mericanization” was often a

proxy for “feminization” in this negative sense. '
The scrambling of gender identities is something we assoct
«“Weimar culture.” When the actresses Carola Neher and Marlene Diett
rich laced up their gloves and joined the novelist Vicki Baum in Sabri
Mahir's Studio for Boxing and Physical Culture on the Kurﬁir'stfan.damm,
they were self-consciously rejecting the image of pliant f-emunmty an.d
ir own muscularity and power® In Dietrich’s case, this
I was very different from the persona of the stocking-clad
la she would play in the film The Blue Angel (1930),
“dangerous” female sexuality.™ Dietrich herself
d willingness to experiment with living out

different kinds of sexual identity was another characteristic associated with

. . H '3 h
Weimar culture, above all with Berlin. In the 19208 it was heaver.l OIT eart
in the German metropolis,” recalled Charlotte Wolff, an enthusiastic par-

i i clubs
ticipant in the lesbian scene-. The city had numerous bars and private

for gay women, ranging socially from the tony Club Montbij.ou West (by
its members) to loud, sometimes violent lower-

invitation only from one of : : : :
class haunts like Taverne. Newspapers like Die Freundin, which feature
nudes on the cover, were readily available at news kiosks. Small wom-ier
that a letter from Brooklyn published in Die Fi reundifz lamented thé 'relatw;
lack of freedom enjoyed by American lesbians, even in N?:N York. ity, an
«A merica is fifty years behind Germany.™ Bcrhsn became
the “international center of fernale homosexuality” in the 1920s.5

Male homosexuality, t00- Not every g&Y visitor was enchanted, it is true.
d dandy and the probable model for Anthony

Brian Howard, a former Oxfor eli¢
Blanche in Evelyn Waugh’s Brideshead Revisited, found Berlin unbearab}lly
ugly and quite quite awful”; the American compOser Paul Bowles thought

Who Shopped ther

emerge
with the

ate with

proclaiming the

androgynous loo
cabaret siren Lola Lo

the iconic embodiment of
was bisexual. An openness an

proclaimed that
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the city “the least amusing place I have ever seen.
view (and even Howard made an exception for
deries in the Kaiser Friedrich Museum).xe
enthusiasts were the young English writer

Isherwood, the latter because in his Berlin
Bowles,

" But that Was 2 mings:
the music and the emb r1.

Probably the best-knoy, o
s W. H. Auden and Chy;
Stories and in the characy,
he gave ys 4 lasting pi
r English Speakers, Jg
bylon, rather a5 Cha
and “Herr Issywoo”
hen Spender o gay B
d their way there, inc

St()pher
er Sally
Cture of
herwoog
rles Dick.
Ntroduceq
erlin, Q-

luding sey-

part femme fatale, part camp figure,
atime and place. (A case can be made that, fo
“invented” Weimar Berlin, the modern Ba
ens “invented” Victorian London.) Auden
many English friends such as the poet Step
ers from Oxford and Cambridge also foun

” some-
thing he had Previously denied. s He also said that if he had been asked
the purpose of his visit when returning to Berlin in 1929, he could have
truthfully replied: “I'm Iooking for my homeland and I've come to find
out if this is jt. 6 Auden

» meanwhile, came oyt while there, breaking off
his engagement with ayo

circulation in Germany
“gay,” came into use, Aude
the only words available, 5
Pejorative connotations,

&

Y
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jmentation in virtually every branch of the arts. Often the innova-
ri G 5 .

expe me precisely from mixing and recombining cultural forms. Alfred

:n Ca . .

t1of;l_ ’s pyrotechnic novel Berlin Alexanderplatz (1929) derives its extraor-

Alin v .
Do energy from juxtaposing the story of Franz Biberko
dinary

pf with popu-
gs sound effects, lists of advertisements, and report
Jar songs,

s of events like
ney-Dempsey fight in 1928. The novel’s jump cuts and syncopated
i byrrowed from contemporary cinema and jazz, mimic the street
g Ora even as carefully placed episodes from the Book of Job and
line 01f< :il:g:dy offer moral commentary on the action.* The novel, in turn,
o io play, then a film.%7
quiCkly bec?:l: ;13::1011(:: I1J3rczlch'c, a poet and dramatist whose sharp political
i lor (::nl:;rrowed from popular culture and cabaret, who used America'n
o 'ogu ote screenplays, and employed the novel medium of the radio
:'ettm;glz:}vwlzind of didactic radio play, the Lebrstiick (the ﬁr;t, in Ifgzg, \.zvai
e ] blished form of musica
called Lindbergh’s Flight). He also subverted an estal morme
i internationally successful Threepenny Opera (1928),
‘Ii(r:: ;;Ziilkljvlrz:e the jazz-}i,nﬁected music. V\"ei]l wa’s’ péec:jejnb:fsfng
Krenek’s jazz opera Jonny spielt auf (“Jonny Stnkzs .Up i,b;zt gl
tive African-American character, a ﬁgure’ foun hl.n c e
songs going back to Friedrich Hollaender’s 1920 hit sorfminent o
mar high culture plundered popular forms. ]af.z was a p g
German critics wrote again and again about “jazz asdd; 1vc};laCk o
as point of departure.”® The poet Yvan G?ll afgu‘;onf’i Do the Negroes
rejuvenating force, ending with the provocatlve> E;ies ion:
need us? Or are we not sooner in need of tier:.}ew by i Fozadiy ot
oot v'vas s indLg:r"t:;er;);s:;e (E)f;litc;a,l stamp. He li\.red in P;arist:l:t
e blrt}'l,'lage];erlin where he had a lover and artistic co:)lar :1;1 the.
ies?)l:l:zgn:;sls?ems as if,evcryone ended up in Berlin. Brecht, bo

; to Ber-
to Munich, then
Bavarian provincial town of Augsburg, moved first

minent cul-
. : Berlin became the pree .
. . typical. Weimar servative
lin. 'IhathWE.lS falil};e YCP;en more than before the war bgau:aiz‘;n d Aus-
ace, . T
tural .gat ering p. less welcoming. Berlin was home to Ge b fdtheplags
Munich was now less welc cluding some (like Joseph Rot
in

trians from the provinces, he city cold, even hateful, but found

R R 4 thoug:dt Poles, Czechs, Scandinavians, and
it i i It also attrac s
it impossible to leave.

. 1s who turned
5 11 as hundreds of Indian students and intellectuals w
Turks, as we

ia.™ lottenburg was also
d Kantstrasse into “Little Asia.” Char
the area aroun
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where Russian émigrés settled. Conservatives fleeing revolyt

ion Came ﬁr
Vladimir Nabokov among them; they were followed ip th

st,

i o ¢ years 1921,
by writers and artists who had initially supported the revolutiop, Ber1'2
was the intellectual center of the Russian diaspora in the 19208, with form

Russian publishing houses, cafés, bookstores, newspapers, and Magazine
It was home to Marc Chagall, Marina Tsvetayeva, and Boris PaSternak'x:-
If there is a single word that summons up how people thought about
Berlin in the 19205, its sights and sounds, sexual openness, cultyr,] eXper-
imentation, and sheer energy, it is “modernity.” Foreigners remarked o
this all the time. Emily Pollard, a young American and the niece of the
governor of Virginia, was impressed from the moment she stepped of the
plane at Tempelhof Airport: “Germany is very ahead of us ip jtg adoption
of the modern,” she wrote in her diary. The French writer Roger Martin gy
Gard thought that “the new man, the man of the futyre” was b
there.”> One of the greatest achievements of Weimar Berlin
acceptance for the idea that it was the incarnation of the moder
has come to be seen as the tempora

nity, as it passed from Paris in the
the 1940s,

eing created
Was gaining
0.7 The city
Ty resting place of the baton of moder-
nineteenth century to New York City in

There was another iconic site of
Bauhaus began life in the town o
and ended its short but brilliant ca

modernity in Weimar Germany. The
f Weimar, moved to Dessau in 1925,
reer in Berlin. Its tubular steel chairs,
designed by Marcel Breuer, are as emblematic of Weimar culture as Mar-
lene Dietrich’s stockinged legs in Zhe Blye Angel or the song “Mack the
Knife” from 7. Tbrecpenny Opera. The Bauhaus brought art and design
together under one roof (a flat roof, of course), combining fine arts, crafts,
and technology, and subordinating ornament to function—or, better,
insisting that form follow function, so that everything from teapots to
typography could dispense with unnecessary curlicues. The Belgian Henry

van de Velde had run the prewar forerunner of the Bauhaus, and the 1919
version was self—consciously internati

the Bauhaus teachers were Pay] K1
sily Kandinsky (Russian), Liszls M.
Feininger (German
and a Dutch design

oholy-Nagy (Hungarian), and Lyonel

~American), Guest lecturers included a Czech artist
er. The Russjan const
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¢ torn by many of the same internal debates, and engaged in

1
ples, WE ) .
o of various kinds.

es
exclgnl%ur al exchanges were a problem for Weimar Germany. The country
u

deglobalized culturally as well as economically by the war. That was
i .eg true in the early postwar years. Germany was not only prevented
especl'al'l}’. : the League of Nations, but banned from cultural and aca-
from' Joml}?g ings, sports, and even the Rotary Club—when the organi-
An B erdeg i’nto Europe, the French insisted on the Germans being
iR CXI: nG rmans and Austrians were barred when the International
i C ;cil (for the natural sciences) and the International Academic
eder (})1u humanities) were founded in 1919. Germans were unwelcome
Union (fm: o ferences, and German was no longer a recognized language
& acade‘mlchc OI'l s.176 Fr’ench and Belgian scholars proved especially unfor-
x t.h a5 5 henfrilflci of history, some of the great figures condemned the
Eving. 0! 'e tion of German scholarship. Marc Bloch called the ch.'jlu—
Wh(-)lesale rejei‘ n historian Jacques Flach “vulgar and absurd”; the Belgian
vimsr.n o.f Alsatia rned of a “fashionable crusade” against German. scholar-
H'enrl e vfiihe-mill historians argued that instead of “learning fro.m
ship. But run;c? time to “unlearn.”” There was also a backlas}% in
the Germans” it was nf)W o bad signed the wartime declaration
Britain, especially against those who had sig 4 been sought after a5 &
in defense of German culture. Ernst Troeltsch had CZ e it the
lecturer before the war, but invitations from Oxfor .tai(f)ln s Gemzn schol-
early 1920s were withdrawn because of vocal opposition.

ing i |f-pity, failing to rec-
ars made things worse by retreating into petulant self-pity,

\% V- i W y t]lele was so much pOStwa.I
i i rtime Chau 1nism or h
OgIllZe thslr own a

bitterness. R

In the early years of the Weimar Rep "

w kin

isolation by cultural bureaucrats of a ne i
tance of soft power and saw culture was a

. . le of the type,
standing in the world. Johannes Sievers l sa e'xa.“;P eoof Education. One of
t historian before he joined the Prussian Ministry
art his

: wn at the
: G tists to be shown a
hi cesses was making it possible for German ar
is suc

cnice 1 I B t there hat Could be acilleved.
V i B ennale 1in |()22. ul

were limits to W pl
tan
. arts and crafts.
E in the mid-tg20s the French rejected German
ven in
e : the de
international exhibition in Paris of

corative and industrial arts in
ed and
1925, the Bauhaus went unrepresent

even the pavilion of the Swiss
i i 79 Music was an
Le Corbusier was attacked for representing t:e styrllei fac}ze
e Co : T
easier sell. By the early 1920s the Berlin Philhar

¢, there were efforts to end the
’ -
d who recognized the impor-

)
f restoring Germany's
a trained

had already returned
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to play in Paris as well as London, although in France—as i, the
(0]

h G United
States—there were still reservations about the German Tepertoire
ates—

. Som,
e
French critics, taking their cue from Debussy, made the case against G,

man music on aesthetic grounds. The arguments resembled thoge of Fl‘ench
historians: German music was “heavy” and pompous., at odds with the Gal-
lic spirit, and therefore to be rejected a.s a model. 'I-h1s was the. exact
image of the long-standing German view that their own music was
and French music was superficial.

Weimar cultural diplomacy had successes to its name. Lecture tour.
Albert Einstein successfully presented the “other” Germany,

militarism. The Foreign Office worked behind the scenes to ¢

Miry, or

« deep”

S by
untainted by

ultivate good
relations with wartime neutrals, such as Spain. Some familiar instruments

of cultural diplomacy date from the mid-1920s, like the German Academic
Exchange Service and the Alexander von Humboldt Foundation, which
arranged exchanges of students and scholars. But there was a built-
flict inside the cultural department of the German Foreign Office b
fostering this kind of cultural outreach and supporting Germans

the Auslandsdeutsche. Much of the budget ultimately went to suppo
mans abroad through subsidies to German libraries
and Czechoslovakia, the support was clandestine.™*°

Many cultural exchanges resulted from individual contacts, A spectac-
ular example of what individuals could achieve, with the right networks,
was a German-Indian artistic exchange in 1922-23. It sent 175 pieces of Bau-
haus art to Calcutta, while 113 artworks by Bengal modernists were shown
in Berlin* The idea for the exchange began with a young Moravian-

born expert on Indian art, Stella Kramrisch, who believed that German
and Indian artistic

in con-
ctween
abroad,
rt Ger-
and schools. In Poland

; haus exhibition in Calcutta to the Bengal intel-
lectual Rabindranath Tagore, whom she met in England. The project also
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d one of the intellectual architects of German cultural diplo-

1920 21 then recommended the idea to the director of the National

ker . o
acy- BecThe two exhibitions inaugurated a decade-long artistic exchange

engal.

petweer germsnybjziei lirglks with the western Allies was harder. The

Mendict * eorked on this through the League of Nations’ Interr.la—
Foreig” Ofﬁc? wc on Intellectual Cooperation.® Cultural relations with
tional Commltt:; after Germany signed the Treaty of Locarno, the ke}f to
France impr,ove licy of getting on the right side of the Allies by acce-p:cmg
Streseman?s Podle:’ in the hope of gaining support for eventual revisions
G b(: der. The “spirit of Locarno” brought change, but not all
ofthe ean.e . O; w.ere persuaded that cultural diplomacy was important.
Germat dlplOmal oreanizations were bolder. The pacifist Germajn Leagl.le
Nong0vernm1;f1t;ts frganized a one-day conference in the Rexchstaﬁ ;;1
for Human . }ig articipation by its French sister organization. It also be i
June 1922, W P d ding on both sides of the French-German .or
foster understanding braving

m
Museum'

y y 1CE VEIsa
d FI‘CIlCh Spcakels Ieglllall Iectured m German f3 and \' v y
er.

hecklers. The leading figures in the leagtile wer: hthi :t::i s::iz:: Lia;:;'
i d cosmopolitan, the

Kes'jflz t:zduizza;izr;i{z:le thorn inP the side of militarists el:rcryve&;h:;:
.%}blert ’Einstein. The league successfully promotle]d é:c}i(:)lﬁ :xca :frft : oo
supported initiatives like the one dreamed up b}:’; Ie{ ' }a:ard Sc}p;ir e
Sangnier in France to hold a “Locarno of y01'1th.. ic B ol e
founder of the German Youth Hostel Assoc1at10n,'soui O((; T
for peace” through the International Youthlfifstelmg ss

11 inclined politically to the center-left. - |
eﬁbellitire bore aI()‘lifferent kind of internationalist s:n}’;p :i)n I\:I};eg ;;; (l;f;:’
German agitprop groups like the Red Rockets’ailb :001{ s
which performed in streets, factories, and workers c u sl, consme e
ration from the Soviet model.® In the 1920s, Berlin al.sol e e
for anticolonial intellectuals who were drawn to the captltz Zn at 26 Ko
colonial power. The young Jawaharlal Nchrfl corflmen f: on the staee”
gic importance of Berlin, where Indian nationalists mmg'n1 —
Chinese, Indonesian, and North African counterparts. h e e g
and lect;res at discussion evenings lent a truly global qua 1ty1 0 o
debates on the Communist and fellow-traveling left. The culture

3 j i orted
left was also modern in form. A new kind of travel journalism rep

way = n wor rthur Koestler and
in nonpatronizin 1ds. Art t
: patronizing ways on non Europea ds. Arthur K
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Egon Erwin Kisch were two stars of this genre; another, gt
her name, was the American Agnes Smedley, who lived iy Berl;
1920 with an Indian Communist. Photography was another key Meg;
of communication. Willi Miinzenberg, an indefatigable Communis.t omm
nizer, founded a photo magazine in 1921 called Soviet Rugsig ;,, P"Cturerg&
became a huge success when renamed the Arbeiter Llustriers, Ze i
AIZ (Workers’ Illustrated Paper), and sold 500,000 copies a week
making it the second-best-selling magazine in Germany, 417 gave vigyy)
form to the class struggle at home and the anticolonial struggle abrgaq
“Red Orientalism” found cinematic expression, too, as German Commu-.
nist film production units created works like Z5e Struggle Jor the Earsp and
Gandhi."*

Urban, self-consciously modern, experimental, internationalist, left-
leaning—these are the terms we associate with “Weimar culture,” and
rightly so. But if we look beyond “Weimar culture” to Weimar cultures,
plural, then it is a very different story. 'The huge, pompous memorial to
the Battle of Tannenberg dedicated in 1927 was also a product of Wei-
mar culture. It represented the culture of militarism that still flourished
in the republic, fed by postwar resentment. The hero of Tannenberg, Paul
von Hindenburg, already almost eighty years old, spoke at the dedication
in typically nationalist vein.*” In German cities, monuments went up to
commemorate the country’s lost colonies. Publishers released a stream of
memoirs, novels, and adventure stories about the colonies, which retained a
powerful place in the German imagination. Hans Grimm’s colonial novel,
People Without Space, became a bestseller that fed German self-pity and
coined a slogan with ominous undertones, Germany’s university towns
like Marburg and Gottingen were as deeply conservative then as they are
left-leaning now. Professors defended “traditional German culture” out of
mandarin disdain for both mass culture and modernist experimentation,
while students favored the nationalist right. Fear and loathing of the left
was .co'rr‘rmon to both.® Even the town that gave its name to the republic
e Db oy v

a » YVeimar expelled the Bauhaus in 1924, after

rh.e right wc?n A majority in Thuriﬂgia. Goethe was harnessed to the nation-
alist cause, just as Nuremberg harnessed Albrecht Diirer.°

The energy and visibility of the “moderp” invited a backlash, especially

in marrers that touched on morality or nationg] identity. Religious morality
campaigners redoubled their efforts to stamp out “smut and filth” in the

makin
N in the

it“”g» or
by 1930,
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ic, their efforts rewarded with a 1926 law designed to protect
b

€ ubl . : )
new 1P le from “immorality.” In the countryside, where cinema and

oung pCOP

t

o barely pene . rema

radlz b d};he preferred reading was sentimental Heimat literature. Rural
han S an

retained a rooted dislike of the “decadent” big city, a hostility
Germe® by the conservative press. Culture was unmistakably politicized
aforee yars of the Weimar Republic, after the Wall Street crash of
il triggered a global depression that hit Germany especially
i ldgcilture not be affected by a crisis of such magnitude, and
hard HOZV C}(l)u olitical response not be mediated in part through culture?
o il:al:ed in 1930 indicate what polarization meant. The Flute Con-
’[;:;o;j;rsz;—Sauci, one of the first “talkies” seen b}.r many G.ermansilwas :i
Zonservative celebration of Frederick the Great with an antr-r*‘rem:f ;:h
sage. All Quiet on the Western Front was tl:lC Holl}fwood vcrsrcon n:) e
Maria Remarque’s antiwar novel. Its Berlin premiere v'vas 11'}11 v:rﬁl Ii o
violent demonstrations from Nazi storm troopers, Causing the

rated, local cultural activities often remained in clerical

d after just a week.™
ban‘x‘l\j\/}jenevjer I hear the word culture, I release the safety catch of my

Browning.” This line, often misq(t;otet()ibai “reach ioirnmfz iufrrlo ;niczzz?t‘:;ej
ermann Géring or Joseph Goebbels, come : -
;al}:lby Nazi playw%ight Hanns ]ohst. about a Frerkorlt)sf :Ocih;reelzzczlil:i
by the French. The sneering brutality is what \{ve expelc T twrong
denunciation of everything associated with Weimar cu ture. g it
to regard the National Socialists as the party C'>f negat}i‘; i it
their rejection of the revolution and tlre ICPUb-hC;) V(:'r  wmopolita, o
Anything that was, or seemed to be, internation e i eiceted
“un-German,” they rejected. They rejected t}-le. Treaty o rejected the
Stresemann’s Locarno Treaty and the “spirit of Locamu, ¢ Aencdican
Dawes Plan and its successor, the Yourrg Plan, l-)Otth :f“i}‘:’;isﬁ” Zepartment
bankers, rejected the presence of Osquden, l‘ejecf erei e dalica, reseted
stores, rejected modernist art and architecture as 10 riectedjazz : homer
modernist literature and theater for the samr rc:aso;,C Or)ltraception, el
ican “mongrel” music, rejected homosexuallt)f i:tled pacifism, and rejected
long-haired men and short-haired women, reje 1 class struggle as an un-
socialism and communism because they rejected €

German outcrop of “]udco-Bolshevik” Marxism. b propeied
These views had broad appeal among the German:

3 ions to 37.
Nazi Party from a mere 2.6 percent of the vote in the 1928 elections to 373
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percent in July 1932, as the number of seats it held i the .
from 12 to 230, making it the largest single party. This femained yyq) Igs;ose
of a majority, but was still an impressive tally in a rnultiparty System t;:rt
featured not only six other major parties, but another eight or pine Smanat
ones. Nazi voters came from every class and region, but nOt in equy] nur::f
bers. It is often said that the party owed its success to Propaganda, thag
hardly explains why its message was so much more Successful with Some
parts of the population than others. The party did poorly

at the pol]s with
Catholics and workers. German Catholics mostl

y stayed with the Cen-
ter Party; many workers moved from the Social Dem

Communists but the total vote for the two left-wing pa
same. It was the conservative and libera] parties that
numbers, and the small single-interest protest partie
deserted them for the National Socialists. To put it an
did exceptionally well among non-working-

National Socialism played adroitly on a
among these groups. For teachers and for t
into the white-collar ranks, that meant the
ment and the accompanying humiliation,
of labor and Weimar's generous social wel

of the state insurance system and the problems of an “overcrowded” pro-
fession, for shopkeepers the competition

of “Jewish” department stores
and socialist consumer cooperatives. In the countryside where they did
best of all, the Nazis exploited new proble

ms and old hatreds. Mass unem-
Ployment meant a collapse in demand for the grain and milk that peas-
ant farmers produced; it also led to raiding parties of urban workers who

stripped the crops from the fields. The Nazis blamed the peasant’s dilemma
on the world economic crisis, and they blamed the world economic crisis

treet. At the same time, there were political

ReiChst

ocrats over tq the
rties remained the
shed votes in large
s whose supporters

other way, the Nazs
class Protestants,

host of fears and resentments
he “little man” who had risen
threat or reality of unemploy-
for business owners the power
fare, for doctors the expansion

on “Jewish finance” on Wall S

They also appealed for “law and order,” which
may seem counterintuitive, given the notoriously violent storm troopers of
the SA (Stlll‘mabtf:ilung). But their violence was selective, directed against
those perceived by Nazi voters a5 a threat, especially Communists. Pho-
tographs show we]l-

dressed bourgeois looking on indulgently as thugs in
Brownshirt uniforms march past,

How did the Nazis come out on top against conventional parties on the
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ich shared many of the same goals and policies? The answer takes
right, whic anda. 'The Nazis generated a much greater sense of dyna-
us back 10 PIOPE arades and rallies. Before the 1930 election, the party held
mism with thels p,md meetings in just six months. Their motorized columns
thirty fou7 thobl‘lli s, and trucks with loudspeakers had a powerful impact in
of cars, mOt(ana:ti,vist in Wiirttemberg described how in small towns and
reas.

. 192
arsle otorsturm, were wide-eyed.
' ges “the people, who had never seen a M A

villa, .+ politics like this was the Nazi version of agitprop. It deer—
Dratizng B s contention that it was not part of “the system,” unlike the
scored th‘f partysc mething else was at work, too, and it concerned sub-
conservatives. BUt s10 When the Depression hit rural Germany, traditional
stance as \.;vell as sty zick to help themselves, through the assistance to large
conservatives wef‘z ‘111 Aid, while talking about a common rural front. But
zesielos, 70 fulin t’he past, failed to work this time. pea'safnt farmers
the strategyf SucceCs snservative elites, who had practiced the politics of delrzl—
voted f?r Hl:zr&}c:many for decades, were out-demagogued by a populist
agogy 1n vl
party Tt hlad Ez:c:)ibti};;r; bring the National Socia.listfs intoai::;e;
elem _—
’[heN]I)a:gression polarized politics and. ::rizgiiet};:zoi:ﬁaeasmg their
in the Reichstag. With the C(?mmums t. the parliamentary arithme-
ey afli u; :fl(l)i::lfr ?nialngs?lz:l;:y%i‘;ezzzzgsi,on of cha}l:cellor: CK;LO{G a;::
tic pointe ithout a
M:;Ch 1930 rcsor'ted to.rule by erflcrie:}z ieg?l:r:a::‘; of Weimar democ-
liamentary majority. This underminec @8 #8°  mal system. The
d lent plausibility to Nazi claims abouta cyStt Hitler to power.
m:r};izrsl of thepleft bear some responsibility ﬁ?r br-llrll'gr;mfess even to accept
I(>Jommunist hostility to the reP“bliC’. an(:ht: g;r:; tlraisport strike in 1932,
suﬁportdf rfo o agtizri :f:rntl;::f}iledll;:;ission signaled th:nc)l’ealt_;lertl}:?:; e‘;f
rom . rmany.
i(;p(i)t‘:lllism and would bring about a Commt:ftth(e}:eal enemy. The SPI?’
disastrous policy that the Social Derr'locra;i:;'e policy, too slow to appreci-
for its part, was too wedded to a \ivaflt—an ideology and memories of the
ate the threat. The two parties, divided by X

ression. The Socia
twar revolution, were further divided by the Dep
postwa )

; loyed, the
ore likely to be emp
Democrats were the party of older workers nrlnostly unemployed (a remark-

Communists of younger workers who were o agudy of the lae
ble 85 percent of party members by 1932)- e Communists it
a . -

i i he sight of unemp

Weimar Republic was t
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Social Democratic welfare clerks as mass unemployment yy, dermiy
social security system. ed the

Without question, the right bore much greater direct responsib;
bringing down democracy. Conservatives undermined the republic :’hf(?r
constant criticism and made the Nazis look respectable becayge theyyad eir
cated so many of the same policies. Landowning Junkers, army oﬁicZO_
Protestant church and business leaders—all came to believe th Is,

. at their gogq
and the Nazis' goals overlapped, even if they were not ident

. . ical, LOCally
prominent community figures also lent Hitler respectability. Whep , Vil’

lage mayor or someone of similar standing backed the Nazi Party, a veter;-
narian or auctioneer here, a forestry official or estate manager there, otherg
followed. In university towns, the party made inroads among professors
and other members of the educated in their social clubs. The Nazis bene-
fited from presenting themselves as outsiders untainted by the system, but
they also benefited from insider support.

On the national stage it was the elites that helped Hitler into power.
After the failed Beer Hall putsch, he avoided any attempt to seize power
by force. Violence remained a weapon to be used on the streets, not against
the state. Hitler’s opportunity came in 1933. Germany had three chancellors
who ruled by decree between March 1930 and January 1933. By the time
General Kurt von Schleicher, the last of this trio, took office in Decem-
ber 1932 the Nazi Party had lost some momentum. Its share of the vote
and number of Reichstag seats had fallen in elections the previous month,
although it remained the largest party. Then, on January 30, President Hin-
denburg offered the chancellorship to Hitler, who accepted and became the
fifteenth and final chancellor of the republic. The former field marshal was

a pe‘rfect embodiment of the German elites who helped Hitler into power,
hoping that he could be tamed and made to do their bidding.

Required Reading Ends Here

N National Socialism

) hAT“l’NAL SOCIALISTS PROCLAIMED THAT THEY WERE PURSU-
ing the on iti s . p .
g y legitimate kind of revolution, a “national revolution.” Germany

?Vlthdre‘.’v fro.m the League of Nations. Nazi leaders repeatedly denounced
internationalism, emphasizing again and again the centrality of the Ger-
man Volk and the Volksgemeimcbaﬁ, the “people’s community.” The regime
promoted pseudo-

G N Germanic cults, trumpeted the virtue of “authentically
erman’ culture over “degenerate art,”

. »
and denounced “cosmopolitan

WAR, REPUBLIC, THIRD REICH i
And yet: the regime was influenced by ideas and political move-
Values.be ond Germany, just as it exerted influence on others. Even the
ments“Nzcional Socialism” was invented by a Frenchman, the nationalist
fert® : e Barrés.”” National Socialism can be compared (and has been com-
oy other regimes of the 19305, on both right and left. That is what I
aredz:ot prlore here, looking mainly at the regime and its domestic policies
:wrrla:}:e years before World War Twc?. " |
here better to start than with the self-styled Fiihrer? Hitler was
; V‘Le brooding central figure of Joseph Conrad’s Heart of Darkness. “All
e tributed to the making of Kurtz,” says Marlow, the narrator of
puo “1)1” 1+ All Europe contributed to the making of the German dicta-
. nov;ka‘ ed himself and was likened by others to Ttalian Fascist leader
i 'He l\l/Ier;olini The Beer Hall putsch of 1923 was Hitler’s attempt to
?’ef“to M‘lllsssolini.’s March on Rome a year earlier. Hitler admired Kemal
i:'lc::i;:k as a ruthless, antireligious leader who had. restored Tur;dsh for(-1
tunes.” In writing Mein Kampf, Hitler bor.rowed ideas, vocabu aZ{ei;
whole passages from Foundatior;s of the é\;tlnete;:;};iferﬁzyh zrli t\i/:h_borz
:cemitic work by Houston tewart am ,
xtiltseimwho became };{ichard Wagner’s so?—in—law;: ;h:iz;zlz; :btszr;:i
e of the notorious antisemitic forgery 17e £ : !
Z?Z?::S:Viich circulated widely in Germ:my througl'nbng};t—t\;vlr;lge l;:lzral;
émigrés.”” But it was not just “a11 Europe” that co'ntrl ute“ e
of Hitler. He admired Chiang Kai-shek, as he did Atatuf , fo o}; omor
ing a strong state. He also admired Henr}f Ford, .al large Pl;tl;rzbout hon
adorned the wall of his study. Hitler told a journalist who as1 : et
regard Ford as my inspiration.” He owned a German transia vlv R enos
book The International Jew, which argued that Germany was,

I y n
l3 exceptloll Oi llle [’][ te |lle muc )st JEW COIltIOHCd COUIltI 1
1 d States,

rican, too: Madi-
the world* Hitler admired the work of another Ame ,

. 6), which
son Grant, eugenicist author of The Passing of the Great Race (19:6)

. » race now under threat.
lauded the historical achievements of a “N(.)rdlcfmc wrote the author a
Hitler read the book in the German translation of 1925,
: “my Bible.™*
fan letter, and described the book as mfy Sl hypemationalist qualities,
. T ent, Tor .

National Socialism as a movement -0 So how does it fit
also had many non-German genealogies and aﬂimucfs;hinking o that
into the political landscape of the time? A ﬁrst-vx}rlay e it i A L
is to draw two lines. One is a straight line, Wit com fascism with other

: n fas

and National Socialism on the right. That puts Germa
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