0 many Europeans, the opening years of the twentieth century

seemed full of promise. Advances in science and technology,

the rising standard of living, the expansion of education, and
the absence of wars between the Great Powers since the Franco-
Prussian War (1870-1871) all contributed to a general feeling of opti-
mism. Yet these accomplishments hid disruptive forces that were
propelling Europe toward a cataclysm. On June 28, 1914, Archduke
Francis Ferdinand, heir to the throne of Austria-Hungary, was assassi-
nated by Gavrilo Princip, a young Serbian nationalist (and Austrian sub-
ject), at Sarajevo in the Austrian provifice of Bosnia, inhabited largely by
South Slavs. The assassination triggered those explosive forces that lay
below the surface of European life, and six weeks later, Europe was en-
gulfed in a general war that altered the course of Western civilization.

Belligerent, irrational, and extreme nationalism was a principal
cause of World War I. Placing their country above everything, nation-
alists in various countries fomented hatred of other nationalities and
called for the expansion of their nation’s borders—attitudes that fos-
tered belhgerence in foreign relations. Wedded to nationalism was a
militaristic view that regarded war as heroic and as the hlghest ex-
pression of individual and national life. -

Yet Europe might have avoided the world war had the nations not
been divided into hostile alliance systems. By 1907, the Triple Alliance
of Germany, Austria-Hungary, and Italy confronted the loosely or-
ganized Triple, Entente of France, Russia, and Great Britain.’ What
German chancellor Otto von Bismarck said in 1879 was just as true in
1914: “The great powers of our time are like travellers, unknown
to one another, whom chance has brought together in a carriage.
They watch each other, and when one of them puts his hand into his
pocket, his neighbor gets ready his own revolver in order to be able to
fire the first shot.”

A danger inherent in an alliance is that a country, knowing that it
has the support of allies, may pursue an aggressive foreign policy and

may be less likely to compromise during a crisis; also, a war between -

two states may well draw in the other alhed powers. These dangers
materialized in 1914. ‘

In the diplomatic furor of July and early August 1914 following
the assassination of Francis Ferdinand, several patterns emerged.
Austria-Hungary, a multinational empire dominated by Germans and
Hungarians, feared the nationalist aspirations of its Slavic minorities.

The nationalist yearnings of neighboring Serbia aggravated Austrias

Hungary’s problems, for the Serbs, a South Slav people, wanted to cre-
ate a Greater Serbia by uniting with South Slavs of Austria-Hungary.
If Slavic nationalism gained in intensity, the Austro-Hungarian (or
Hapsburg) Empire would be broken into states based on nationality.
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Austria-Hungary decided to use the assassmatlon as justification for
crushing Serbia. - '

The system of alliances escalated the’ tensions between Austria-
Hungary and Serbia into a general European war. Germany saw itself
threatened by the Triple Entente (a conviction based more on paranoia.
than on objective fact) and regarded Austria-Hungary as its only reli-
able ally. Holding that at all costs its ally must be kept strong, German
officials supported Austria-Hungary’s dec151on to crush Serbia. Fear-
ing that Germany and Austria-Hungary aimed to éxtend their power
into southeastern Europe, Russia would not permit the destruction of
Serbia. With the support of France, Russia began to mobilize, and
when it moved to full moblhzatlon, Germany declared war. As Ger-
man battle plans, drawn up years before, called for a war with both
France and Russia, France was drawn into the conflict; Germany s in-
vasion of neutral Belgium brought Great Britain into the war. ‘

Most European statesmen and military men beheved the war would
be over in a few months. Virtually no one ant1c1pated that it would
last more than four years and that. the casualties Would number 1n
the millions. L

World War I was a turnmg\pomt in Western history. In Russla, it
led to the downfall of the tsarist autocracy and the rise of the Soviet
state. The war created unsettling conditions that led to the emergence
of fascist movements in Italy and Germany, and it shattered, perhaps
forever, the Enlightenment belief in the inevitable and perpetual
progress of Western civilization. '

1 & Militarism

Historians regard a surging militarism as an underlying cause of World War I.-
One sign of militarism was the rapid increase in expenditures for armaments in
the years prior to 1914. Between 1910 and 1914, both Austrla-Hungary and
Germany, for example, doubled their military budgets. The arms race intensi-
fled suspicion among the Great Powers. A second. danger was the increased
power of the military in policy making, particularly in Austria-Hungary and
Germany. In the crisis following the assassmatton, generals tended to press for
a military solution,

{

Heinrich von Treitschke
THE GREATNESS OF WAR

Coupled with the military’s influence on state decisions was a romantic glorifi-
cation of the nation and war, an attitude shared by both- the elite and ‘the
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masses. Although militarism generally pervaded Europe, it was particularly
strong in Germany. In the following reading from Politics, German hlstonan
Heinrich von Treitschke (1834—1896) glorified warfare.

One must say with the greatest deter-
mination: War is for an afflicted people the
only remedy. When the State exclaims: My
very existence is. at stake! then social self-
seeking must disappear and all party hatred
be silent. The individual must forget his own
ego and feel himself a member of the whole,
he must recognize how negligible is his life
compared with the good of the whole. There-
in lies the greatness of war that the little man
completely vanishes before the great thought
of the State. The sacrifice of nationalities for
one another is nowhere invested with such
‘beauty as in war. At such a time the cotn {s

perversion of morality to want to banish hero-
ism from human life. The heroes of a people are
the personalities who fill the youthful souls
with delight and enthusiasm, and amongst au-

- thors we as boys and youths admire most those

whose words sound like a flourish of trumpets.
He who cannot -take pleasure. therein, is too
cowardly to take up arms himself for his father-
land. All appeal to Christianity in this matter
is perverted. The: Bible states expressly that
the man in authority shall wield the sword;
it states likewise that: “Greater love hath no
man than this that he- giveth his life for his
friend.” Those who preach the.nonsense about

separated from the chaff. All who lived

Niebuhr! with regard to the year 1813, that

he then experienced the “bliss of sharing with

all his fellow citizens, with the scholar and
the ignorant, the one common feeling—no
man who enjoyed. this experience will to his
dying day forget how lovmg, friendly and
strong he felt.”

It is indeed political idealism which fostets
war, whereas materialism rejects it. What a

1Barthold G. Niebuhr (1776~1831) was a Prussian histo-
rian, The passage refers to the German War of Liberation
against Napoleon, which German patriots regarded as a
glorious eplsode in their national history.

REVIEW QUESTIONS

everlasting peace do-not understand the life
of the ‘Aryan race, the Aryans are before all
brave. They have always been men enough to
protect by the sword what they had won by the
intellect. . . .
"\To the historian who lives in the realms of
the Will, it is quite clear that the further-
“ance of an everlasting peace is fundamentally
reactionary. He sees that to banish war from

history would. be to 'b'aniéh all progress and

~becoming. Trs-only the periods of exhaus-
v

tion, weariness and mental stagnation that
have dallied with the dream of everlasting
peace. . .. The living God will see to it that
war retufns again and again as a tegrible medi-

cine for humanity. ‘ M
ul, & ywin?”
C 14!

e

1. Why did Heinrich von Treitschke regard war as a far more desirable

condition than peace?

2. According to Treitschke, what is the individual’s highest

responsibility?

According to Treitschke, what function does the hero serve in national

life?

. Why, in your opinion, did Treitschke’s words have wide appeal?
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and Terrorism

significant threat to the Hapsburg Empire._

THE BLACK HAND

gxance, follow.

BY- LAWS OF THE ORGANIZATION
0;NION ORDEATH

\\\é! Article 1. 'This organization is created for

Qt“ the purpose of realizing the national ideal: the 9
(ﬁnlon of all Serbs) Membership is open to )

every Serb, without distinction of sex feligiofl

\’) ot place of birth, and to all those who are sin- 3
“ cerely devoted to this cause.
Article 2. This organization prefers terrorist 4

«@\¢ action to intellectual propaganda, and for this
Wt} reason it must remain absolutely secret.

Article 3.- The organization bears the name
Ujedinjenge ili Smirt (Union or Death).

Article 4. To fulfill its purpose, the organi
zation will do the following:

2
least
Hvﬂm‘}) vT )

2 % Pan-Serbism: Nationalism

The conspiracy to assassinate Archduke Francis Ferdinand was organized by a
secret Serbian society called Union or Death, more popularly known as the
Black Hand. Founded in 1911, the Black Hand asp1red to create a Greater Ser-
bia by uniting- with their: kinsmen, the South Slavs dwelling in Austria-
Hungary. Thus, Austrian officials regarded the aspirations of Pan-Serbs as a

In 1914 the Black Hand had some 2, 500 members, most of them army offi-
cers. The society 1ndoctr1nared members with a fanatic natlonallsmvand trained
them in terrorist methods. The initiation cererhOny, designed to’ strengthen:
a new member’s commitment to the cause and to: foster obedience to the so-
clety’s leaders, had the appearance of a sacred rite. The candidate entered a
dark room in which a table stcod covered with a black cloth; resting on
the table were a dagger, ‘a revolver, ‘and a crucifix.. When the candidate de-
clared his readiness to take the oath of allegiance, a masked member of the soci-
ety s elite entered the room and stood in silence. After the initiate pronounced
the oath, the masked man shook his hand and departed without uttermg a
word. Excerpts of the Black Hand’s by-laws, 1nc1ud1ng the . oath of alle-‘

’ cles on the 3 vatious soc1al classes and on

the entire social life of the kingdom of

" Serbia, which is considered the Pied-

mont! of the Serbian nation;

Orgamze revolutionary action in all ter-
ritories inhabited by Serbs;

Beyond the frontiers of Serbia, fight with

* all means the enemies of the Serblan na-

tional idea;

Maintain amicable relations with all
states, peoples, organizations, and indi-
viduals who support Serbia and the Ser-
bian element;

* 1The Piedmont was the Italian state that served as the nu-
cleus for the unification of Italy. :

ng/&ﬁmly Koenlon Serbbg are M«é“ﬁ\ .
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5. Assist those nations and organizations
that are fighting for their own national

liberation and unification. . . .

Article 24, Every member has a duty to re-

{ cruit new members, but the member shall

guarantee with his life those whom he intro-
duces into the organization.

Article 25. Members of the organlzatxon are
orbldden to know each other personally. Only

Jt,\ members of the central committee are known

to each other. i

- Amicle 26. In the organization itself, the
members are demgnated by numbers. Only the
central committee 1n Belgrade knows their
names.

Article 27. Members of the organization
must obey absolutely the commands given to
them by their superiors.

Article 28. Each member has a duty to com-
municate to the central committee at Belgrade
all information that may be of interest to the
organization.

Article 29. The interests of the organization
stand above all other interests.

Article 30. On entering the organization,
each member must know that he loses his own
personality, that he can expect neither personal
glory nor personal profit, material or moral.
Consequently, any member who endeavors to
exploit the organization for personal, social, or
party motives, will be punished. If by his acts
he harms the organization itself, his punish-
ment will 'be death. Rem—

mWosg who enter the organiza-
tion may never leave it, and no one has the au-
thority to accept a member’s resignation.

Article 32. Each member must aid the or-
ganization, with weekly contributions. If need

REVIEW QUESTIONS

be, thauon may procure funds

-through coercion,, . . .

~A75cle 33. When the central committee of
Belgrade pronounces a death sentence the only
thing that matters is that the execution is car-
ried out unfailingly. The method of execution
is of little importance. ‘

Article 34. The otganization’s seal is com-
posed as follows. On the center of the seal a
powerful arm holds in its hand an unfurled
flag. On the flag, as a coat of arms, are a skull
and crossed bones; by the side of the flag are
a knife, a bomb and poison. Around, in a cir-
cle, are inscribed the following words read-
ing from left to right: “Unification or Death,”
and at the base “The Supreme Central Di-
rectorate.”

Article 35, On joining the organization, the
recruit takes the following oath:

“I (name), in becommg a member of the
organization, ‘Unification or Death,’” do, swear
by the sun that shines on me, by the earth

‘that nourishes me, by God, by the blood of

my ancestors, on my honor and my life that
from this moment until my death, I shall be
faithful to the regulations of the organization

-and that I will be prepared to make any sacri-

fice for it. I swear before God, on my honor
and on my life, that I shall carry with me to
the grave the organization’s secrets. May God
condemn me and my comrades judge me if I
violate or do not respect, consciously or not,
my oath.”

Article 36, These regulations come into
force immediately.

Article 37. These regulations must not be
changed.

Belgrade, 9 May 1911,

. How did Union or Death seek to accomplish its goal of uniting all Serbs?
2. What type of people do you think were attracted to the objectives and methods of

the Black Hand?
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For purposes of foreign policy the modern Ger-
man Empire may be regarded as the heir, or de-
scendant of Prussia, . . .

: \‘} ... With “blood and
7 ‘Wg?g“éﬂ”h‘é“r position in the councils of the Great

Powers of Europe. In dire course it came to pass
that, with the impetus given to every branch of
national activity by the newly-won unity, and
more especially by the growing development
of oversea trade flowing in ever-increasing vol-
ume . . ., the young empire found opened to its
energy a whole world outside Europe, of which
it had previously hardly had the opportunity to
~become more than dimly conscious. Sailing
» “aciossthe ocean in German ships, German
_.metchants began for the first time to divine
: the_;_t‘ru,e ‘position of countries such as England,

# British Fear of German Po’iwérv

The completion of German unification under Prussian leadership in 1870—18 71
upset the European balance of power. A militarily powerful, rapidly industrial-
izing, and increasingly nationalist Germany aroused fear among other Euro-
bean states, particularly after Chancellor Otto von Bismarck (1815-1898) was
forced out of office in 1890, The new German leadership became ever more ag-
gressive and more susceptible to nationalist demands. German nationalists ar-
gued that the unification of Germany was more than the culmination of a
deeply felt German goal; it was the starting point for German world power, .

:

Eyre Crowe
GERMANY’S YEARNING FOR
EXPANSION AND POWER

Fearful of Germany’s growing industrial might, -acquisition of colonies, and

military preparations, particularly in naval armament, Britain ended its “splen-
did isolation” and entered into what was in effect a loose alliance with France
in 1904 and with Russia in 1907. In 1907, Sir Eyre Crowe (1864-1925), an
official in the British Foreign Office, assessed Germany’s Weltpolitikf—its de-
sire to play a greater role on the world stage. Some historians regard that

desire as a primary cause of World War 1. Excerpts from Crowe’s memoran-
dum follow.

iron” Prussia had

i

maritime and colonizing Powers.

the United States, France, and even -the
Netherlands, whose political influence extends
to distant seas and continents. The ¢olonies
and foreign possessions of England more espe-
cially were seen to give to that country a recog-
nized and enviable status in a world where the
name of Germany, if mentioned at all, excited
no part'icular interest. .. ;. Here was distinct
inequality, with a heavy bias in favour of the

Such a state of things was not welcome to
German - patriotic pride. Germany had won
her place as one of the leading, if not, in fact,
the foremost Power on the European' conti-
nent. But over and beyond the European Great
Powers there seemed to stand the “World Pow-
ers.” It was at once clear that Germany must
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become a “World Power.” The evolution of this
idea and its translation into practical politics
followed with singular consistency the line of
thought that had inspired the Prussian Kings
in their efforts to make Prussia great. “If Prus-
sia,” said Frederick the Great, “is to count for
something in the councils of Europe, she must
be made a Great Power.” And the echo: “If
Germany wants to have a voice in the affairs of
the larger oceanic world she must be made a
‘World Power.” ” “I want more territory,” said

best possible use, it is the manifest,destingofu..

those who can and will do sg_to rake their

Prussia. “Germany must have Colonies,” says

thE HEw Wotld-policy. And Colonies were ac:
COrdigly established, in such spots as were
found to be still unappropriated, or out of
which others could be pushed by the vigorous
assertion of a German demand for “a place in
the sun.,” . . .

Meanwhile the dream of a Colonial Empire
had taken deep hold on the German imagina-
tion. Emperor, statesmen, journalists, geogra-
phers, economists, commetcial and shipping
houses, and the whole mass of educated and

uneducated public opinion continue with one -

voice to declare: We must have real Colonies,
where German emigrants can settle and spread
the national ideals of the Fatherland, and we
must have a fleet and coaling stations to keep
together the Colonies which we are bound to
acquire. To the question, “Why must?” the
plready answer is: “A healthy and powerful
State like Germany, with its 60,000,000 in-

habitants, must expand, it cannot stand still,

it must have territories to which its over-

places.” . . . .

The significance of these individual utter-
ances may easily be exaggerated. Taken to-
gether, their cumulative effect is to confirm
the impression that Germany distinctly aims
at playing on the world’s political stage a much
larger and much more dominant part than she
finds allotted to herself under the present dis-
tribution of material power. . . .

- - No modern German would plead guilty
to a mere lust of conquest for the sake of con-
quest. But the vague and undefined schemes
of Teutonic expansion . .. are but the expres-
sion of the deeply rooted feeling that Ger-
many has by the strength and purity of her
national purpose, the fervour of her patriotism,
the depth of her religious: feeling, the high
standard of competency, and the perspicuous
honesty of her administration, the successful
pussuit of every branch of public and scientific
activity, and the elevated character of her phi-
losophy; att, and ethics, established for her-
self the right to assert the primacy of German
national ideals. And as it is an axiom of her

MR e

political faith that right, in order that it may

flowing population can emigrate without giv-

prevail, must be backed by force, the transition
is easy to the belief that the “good German
sword,” which plays so large a part in patriotic
speech, is thete to solve any difficulties that
may be in the way of establishing the reign of
those ideals in a Germanized world. . . .

So long ... as Germany competes for an
intellectual and moral leadership of the world

ing up its nationality.” When it i§ objected
that the world is now actually parcelled out
among independent States, and that territory
for colonization cannot be had except by
taking it from the rightful possessor, the reply
again is: “We cannot enter into such consid-
erations. Necessity has no law. The world be-
longs to the strong. A vigorous nation Cannok

in reliance on her own national advantages
and energies England can but admire, applaud,
and join in the race. If, on the other hand,
Germany believes that greater relative pre-
ponderance of material power, wider extent of
territory, inviolable frontiers, and supremacy
at sea are the necessary and preliminary pos-
sessions without which any aspirations  to

allow its growth to be hampered by blind

adherence to the status guo. We have no designs
on other people’s possessions, but where States
are_too feeble to put. their territory to the

such leadership must end in failure, then Eng-
land must expect that Germany will surely
seek to diminish the power of any rivals, to
enhance her own by extending her dominion,
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to hinder the co-operation of other States, and .. A German maritime supremacy must be be
ultimately to break up and supplant the Brit- acknowledged to be mcompatlble with the ex-

ish empire. .. .
‘England: seeks no quarrels, -and’ will ‘never
give Germany cause for legitimate offence. ~ military with the greatest naval Power in one
But this is not a matter in Wthh England  State would compel the world to combine for
can safely run any risks. ... the riddance of such an incubus {nightmare}.

REVIEW QUESTIONS

1. How did Sir Eyre Crowe interpret the principle of the balance of power as it
applied to Britain? How was Britain’s foreign policy related to its geographlc
position?
2. According to Crowe, what did Germany’s foreign pohcy owe to its Prussian _
background? ‘
3. How did Crowe regard German demands for colonies?

.2-—.—-——'/-

4 % War as Celebration: The Mood
in European Capitals

An outpouring of patriotism greeted the proclamation of war. Huge crowds
thronged the avenues and squares of capital cities to express their devotion to
their nations and their willingness to bear arms. Many Europeans regarded war as
a sacred moment that held the promise of adventure and an escape from a hum-
drum and putposeless daily existence. Going to war seemed to satisfy a yearning
to surrender oneselftoa noble cause: the greatness of the nation. The image of the
nation umted in a spirit of fraternity and self-sacrifice was immensely appealing.

Roland Doregeles
PARIS: “THAT FABULOUS DAY”

In “After Fifty Years,” Roland Doregelés (1886~ 1973), a dlstmgulshed French
wrlter, recalled the mood in Paris at the outbreak of the war.

“It’s come!* It’s posted at the district mayor’s white sheet pasted to the door. I read the mes-
office,” a passserby shouted to me as he ran. sage at a glance, then reread it slowly, word for
1.reached the Rue Drouot in one leap word, to convince myself that it was true:

and shouldered through the mob that already »

ﬂlled the courtyard to approach the fascinating THE FIRST DAY OF

D : MOBILIZATION WILL BE

*Translated from the French by Sally Abeles. SUNDAY, AUGUST 2
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