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Exam tips


Advice on key points in the text to help you learn and recall content, avoid pitfalls and polish your exam technique in order to boost your grade.
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Knowledge check


Rapid-fire questions throughout the Content Guidance section to check your understanding.
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Knowledge check answers


Turn to the back of the book for the Knowledge check answers.
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Summaries





•  Each core topic is rounded off by a bullet-list summary for quick-check reference of what you need to know.
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About this book


The aim of this Student Guide is to help prepare you for CCEA A2 History Paper 1 Option 5: Clash of ideologies in Europe 1900–2000. This option is worth 20% of your History A-level.


This option is examined through a single synoptic essay worth 40 marks, which covers the entire period of the existence of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics (USSR), 1917–91. It is vital therefore that you are familiar and confident with all the material covered. This includes the changing foreign policies of the Soviet Union and the western European governments, and also the foreign policies of the American governments from December 1941, when Adolf Hitler declared war on the USA, up until the formal dissolution of the Soviet Union in December 1991.


This unit explores the clash in relationships between the Soviet Union, which espoused communist ideology, and its ideological rivals among the governments in Europe and the USA. It focuses not only on the role of ideologies in foreign policy formation, but also on other factors that helped shape the foreign policies of the USSR and its rivals: concerns about security, ambitions to expand, economic considerations and the need to be pragmatic when making choices in difficult circumstances. It also looks at the role of key individuals in shaping foreign policies.


The twentieth century was a time of profound political change in Europe and this unit offers you the opportunity to apply key historical concepts such as cause and consequence, change and continuity, and similarity and difference, and to assess the significance of major developments in modern European history.


The Content Guidance section covers all the topics, virtually in the order in which they appear on the CCEA A-level History specification, Clash of ideologies in Europe 1900–2000. You are strongly advised to have a copy of the most recent version of the specification to refer to as you go through the topics; this is available on the CCEA website. There are six main topics:





•  Russia and Europe 1900–17



•  Revolutionary Russia and opposition from western governments 1917–33



•  The struggle for survival 1933–45



•  The search for security 1945–56



•  Cooperation and coexistence 1956–79



•  Soviet aggression, decline and collapse 1979–91.





You should use the Content Guidance section to ensure familiarity with the key developments relating to the Clash of ideologies in Europe 1900–2000, and the roles of the key players. The information in this section will help you to understand what occurred and to make substantiated judgements as to the relative importance of various factors at play in the unfolding of events over the timeframe covered by the option. It will also help you master the key concepts in history — those of motive, cause, consequence, continuity, similarity, difference and significance. You will be given a significant amount of factual information to consider, together with contemporary and historical interpretations, to support your study of the option. There is a series of knowledge checks to act as a guide to your progress in acquiring the knowledge required. The answers to these knowledge checks can be found at the end of the guide (pages 76–77). Exam tips given throughout are designed to help you avoid significant common errors made by students, as well as guiding you towards improved practice.


The Questions & Answers section is an opportunity to hone your exam technique and become familiar with the Assessment Objective 1 identified in CCEA’s specification and tested in the A2 Paper 1 History examination. The answers illustrate good techniques to access top grades for this AO. It is not possible to provide sample questions and answers for every topic, so you must be aware that any parts of the specification could be tested in the examination — not just those included in this section.


This guide cannot go into full detail on each of the six topics, so you should use it alongside other resources such as class notes and at least some of the books in the Reading List drawn up in CCEA’s specification.
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Content Guidance


Russia and Europe 1900–17


Main events in tsarist foreign policy, 1900–17


In 1900 Russia was the largest state in the world. It extended 5,000 miles from its borders with Germany and Austria-Hungary in Europe to the Bering Strait in the east, and 2,000 miles from beyond the Arctic circle in the north to the borders of Iran and Afghanistan in the south. It had a population of 165 million people, many more than any other European country. With its huge size and large population, it would be easy to imagine that Russia was very powerful and a threat to its neighbours. Russia, however, was not as powerful as it seemed.


Russia was ruled by a succession of highly autocratic tsars. Tsar Nicholas II (1894–1917) was a man of faith, patriotism and a deep sense of duty. He was, however, also autocratic, indecisive and backward-looking. Despite his conviction that God wished him to exercise absolute power, Nicholas II was often swayed by people he trusted, most notoriously by Rasputin.


Historians are divided in their judgements of the last tsar. Several Russian historians have formed an ‘optimistic’ assessment of the economic and social progress achieved within Russia in the years before the First World War. The Russian economy in the early twentieth century, however, still lagged significantly behind those of its European neighbours: its per capita output and incomes were much lower, its educational attainment was lower, and its popular participation in the political system was severely limited. In addition, nearly half of the people in the Russian empire were non-Russians, and many, particularly the Poles and Finns, were alienated by the ‘russification’ policies pursued by Nicholas II and his father before him. In other words, despite its great size, Russia suffered from a number of profound weaknesses that left it vulnerable to threats from its smaller but more advanced neighbours.
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Knowledge check 1


Why was Russia not as strong as its great size might have led one to expect?
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Tsar Nicholas II’s foreign policy was motivated by a complex set of factors, though its overriding concern was the security of the Russian empire. The greatest threat came from the Triple Alliance formed by Germany, Austria-Hungary and Italy in 1882. Despite the efforts of Nicholas II’s father, Tsar Alexander III, to maintain good relations with Russia’s western neighbours through the Three Emperors’ League (1881–87) and the Reinsurance Treaty (1887–90), Russia found itself snubbed by the Triple Alliance. The fundamental problem was that Russia and Austria-Hungary had competing interests and ambitions in the Balkans, a highly politically unstable area in south-eastern Europe.
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The Balkans


Russian interest in the Balkans had an important ideological dimension based on pan-Slavism and Orthodox Christianity. The Slavs are the largest ethno-linguistic group in Europe and they formed the great majority of the population of tsarist Russia, eastern Europe and the Balkans. Most Slavs in the Russian empire, and in the Balkans, were Orthodox Christians. Many of Russia’s elites felt an affinity with the peoples in the Balkans on the basis of their shared Slavic racial background and culture and their Orthodox religion. They felt obliged to support the peoples in the Balkans against the Muslim Ottomans, who had dominated the region until 1878 and held on to a swathe of territory in the south of the Balkans until the eve of the First World War. Nicholas II, as head of the Russian Orthodox Church, felt a personal religious obligation to defend Orthodox Christians in the Balkans against their hereditary enemies, the Ottomans.


Russia’s elites also felt obliged to defend the Slavic peoples of the Balkans against the ambitions of the Austrians and Hungarians in the region. Russian interest in the Balkans was complicated by the ambitions of Serbia to create a South Slav state (Yugoslavia) that would encompass the Slavic peoples in Serbia, Bosnia and Montenegro and those who comprised a third of the population of the Austro-Hungarian empire. The Serbian threat to their empire made the Austrians and Hungarians extremely hostile not just to the Serbs, but also to the Russians for supporting them. The Austro-Hungarian emperor, Franz Josef, contemplated war with Serbia to neutralise the threat that it posed to his empire. That was something Nicholas II could not allow — not only would it undermine Russian interests in the Balkans, it would undermine Russia’s prestige as a Great Power on a par with Britain, Germany and France.


In addition, there was an economic dimension to Russia’s interest in the Balkans. A third of Russia’s export trade passed from ports in the Black Sea through the Turkish Straits (the Dardanelles) to the outside world. Nicholas II wanted to ensure that Russia’s enemies could not strangle its trade with the outside world, as this would undermine its economy.


Nicholas II understood clearly that the geo-political instability wracking the Balkans could readily spark off a war in which Russia could find itself having to defend its vital interests against Austria-Hungary and its German and Italian allies in the Triple Alliance. The tsar’s primary motive in his foreign policy in the years before the First World War was to prevent the outbreak of such a war.
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Knowledge check 2


Why was Russian foreign policy so interested in the Dardanelles or Turkish Straits?
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The key method employed to maintain peace was the Franco-Russian Alliance, which was formed and consolidated in 1891–94. In ideological terms tsarist Russia had much more in common with autocratic Germany and Austria-Hungary than with Republican France. Nicholas, however, hoped that Russia’s alliance with France would force the Germans to deter Austria-Hungary from provocative actions in the Balkans. The problem was that the German emperor, Kaiser Wilhelm II, responded to what he saw as the ‘encirclement’ of Germany with the Schlieffen Plan, in which the German Army would engage the French and Russian armies consecutively in a rapid war on two fronts. That is not to suggest that the ‘alliance system’ made the First World War inevitable. The fact that there was no general war for two decades following the Franco-Russian Alliance makes that clear. Nonetheless, the division of Europe into two armed camps ensured that any conflict in the Balkans had the potential to escalate very quickly into a war that would involve all of Europe.
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Knowledge check 3


How did the alliance system improve Russia’s security, while endangering it at the same time?
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Nicholas II strove to prevent the outbreak of war by organising the first Hague Peace Conference in 1899, but he was not able to persuade the other states to agree to disarmament or the compulsory arbitration of disputes that could lead to war. A second peace conference held in 1907 was equally unsuccessful.


The most important method employed by Nicholas II to ensure Russia’s security was undoubtedly the building up of the Russian economy. His Minister of Finance, Count Sergei Witte, was an economic planner and manager of rare ability. With the tsar’s support, he fostered a massive expansion in heavy industry in Russia. He doubled the length of the Russian railway network between 1895 and 1905, and oversaw the building of the Trans-Siberian Railway between Moscow and Vladivostok on Russia’s Pacific coast. He tied the Russian currency to the gold standard, which enhanced its prestige and helped attract foreign investment to boost Russia’s economic development. Much of that foreign investment came from France and formed an important economic dimension to Franco-Russian relations, alongside the strong political and military bonds between the two states. The surge in industrialisation under Witte strengthened Russia’s economy, and thus the tax base of the tsar’s government, and allowed the country to manufacture more of its own weapons. All in all, it may be judged that Nicholas II’s foreign policy was well conceived for the defence of Russia’s interests in Europe.


The significance of the Russo–Japanese War


While Nicholas II’s foreign policy in Europe was generally peaceful, the same was not true in Asia. The tsar saw the building of the Trans-Siberian Railway as an opportunity to carve out a Russian sphere of influence in Manchuria in north-east China. Those ambitions brought Russia into conflict with Japan, which nurtured its own ambitions for the same region. Nicholas II grossly underestimated the Japanese and would not negotiate with them in earnest. The Japanese responded by overwhelming the Russian fleet based at Port Arthur in China in a surprise attack in February 1904. They routed the Russian Army in Manchuria in the Battle of Mukden in February/March 1905. In May 1905, in the battle of Tsushima Strait, the Japanese annihilated the antique Russian fleet that Nicholas II had sent from the Baltic Sea to teach the Japanese a lesson. In the Treaty of Portsmouth, New Hampshire (August 1905) the Russians had to abandon southern Manchuria to Japan’s influence, and cede the southern half of Sakhalin to Japan. Russia’s humiliation at the hands of the Japanese proved to be a catalyst for the Revolution of 1905.


Defeat by the Japanese heightened Russian concerns about security with regard to the Triple Alliance. Kaiser Wilhelm II was anxious to secure a great empire for Germany and this threatened the international status quo. When the British government made overtures to Russia for an Anglo-Russian Entente to help contain the threat posed by Germany, Nicholas II was only too happy to oblige in August 1907. That meant the German-led Triple Alliance was countered by the Triple Entente between Russia, France and Britain. The tsar hoped that the alliance system would deter Europe’s Great Powers from any confrontation that might lead to war.


In September 1908 Alexander Izvolsky, the Russian Minister of Foreign Affairs, reached an agreement with Count Alois von Aehrenthal, his Austro-Hungarian counterpart, whereby Russia would accept Austria-Hungary annexing Bosnia and Herzegovina, a former province of the Ottoman empire, on condition that Austria-Hungary would not object to Russian warships gaining access to the Mediterranean through the Turkish Straits. Izvolsky intended that Russo-Austrian cooperation would improve the tense relations between the two neighbouring empires, and satisfy Russian ambitions for the Straits. The Austrians, however, proceeded to annex Bosnia unilaterally without Russia gaining access to the Straits. Coming so soon after the defeat by the Japanese, the Russians were powerless to resolve matters in their favour, especially when Germany intervened on Austria-Hungary’s behalf.


The ‘Bosnian Crisis’ left the Russians humiliated and it undermined Russia’s ‘Great Power’ status. It also upset the Serbs, who regarded Bosnia as rightfully part of Serbia. Russian pan-Slavists felt that the Serbs had been betrayed by the tsar’s government by a dishonourable deal. The significance of the ‘Bosnian Crisis’ was that, should another conflict arise between Serbia and Austria-Hungary, Nicholas II would be under irresistible pressure to act decisively to support the Serbs because of the affinity many Russians had for their fellow Orthodox Slavs, to defend Russia’s wider interests in the Balkans and to vindicate Russia’s ‘Great Power’ status. Failure to do so would threaten the very survival of the Romanov dynasty.


The First World War


Kaiser Wilhelm II’s dream of exercising Weltpolitik was shattered when Germany lost the naval race with Britain. From 1911 the German military looked to Mitteleuropa, or central Europe, as an alternative avenue for expansion. The German government aimed to assert the country’s dominant position across central Europe and into Asia, from Berlin to Baghdad, and planned to build a railway joining the two cities. The Kaiser visited Constantinople, the capital of the Ottoman empire, and made a point of expressing his friendly feelings towards the Ottoman Turks and towards Muslims in general. He authorised German Army officers to help reorganise the Turkish Army. Such German involvement was regarded as a direct threat to Russian interests in the Balkans and the Turkish Straits.


Rather than risk war in the Balkans, the Russians persuaded the Serbs and Bulgarians to form the Balkan League in March 1912 to block Austro-German ambitions in the Balkans. Montenegro and Greece joined the League soon afterwards. In October 1912 the League attacked the Ottoman empire and took possession of virtually all its territory in Europe. A second Balkan War followed in June 1913, when Bulgaria attacked its former allies to secure a larger share of the spoils. The war soon ended with Bulgaria’s defeat, however.


Because none of Europe’s Great Powers were ready for a general war in 1912 and 1913, they joined in peace conferences to ensure that the Balkan Wars did not escalate into a wider conflict. The wars, however, resulted in massive increases in territory for the Serbs and their neighbours. The Austrian military chief of staff, General Hotzendorf, was convinced that the Austro-Hungarian empire would be destroyed by another Balkan League, led by an emboldened Serbia backed by Russia, unless he could destroy Serbia in a war. When a Serb from Bosnia assassinated Archduke Franz Ferdinand, the heir to the Austro-Hungarian throne, in Sarajevo in June 1914, the Austrian emperor, Franz Josef, decided to go to war against Serbia. The assassination provided the justification for a war that was likely to happen anyway — as long as it was supported by Germany.


Nicholas II responded to the ‘July Crisis’ with proposals for another international conference. Kaiser Wilhelm II, however, had already given the Austro-Hungarian emperor a ‘blank cheque’, promising Germany’s support in the event of war. The Kaiser was frustrated by the failure of his own plans to dominate Mitteleuropa and had decided that only through war could Germany attain the ‘world power’ it was entitled to. Ironically, the Kaiser and his military chiefs were persuaded to go to war in part because they calculated that the economic and military progress achieved by the Russians following the reforms instigated by Witte and continued by Nicholas II’s prime minister, Peter Stolypin, meant that by 1917 the Schlieffen Plan would not succeed against Russia and France — so the Kaiser was advised that where war was concerned, ‘the sooner, the better’. Nicholas II’s last-minute appeal to the Kaiser, his cousin, for a peaceful resolution to the Serbian crisis was ignored.


The determination of Germany and Austria-Hungary to launch a war left Nicholas II with no choice. His primary responsibility as tsar was to defend the Russian motherland. He was also mindful of his obligation to defend Russia’s ‘Great Power’ status, and the prestige of his Romanov dynasty. The Russian sense of affinity with the Serbs on the basis of Orthodox Christianity and pan-Slavism, which he shared, also compelled him to defend Serbia against blatant Austro-Hungarian aggression. Therefore, Nicholas II mobilised the Russian Army to defend Russia’s borders with Germany and Austria-Hungary and, hopefully, to deter them from war. The Germans, however, used that mobilisation as their excuse to declare war on Russia on 1 August 1914. Virtually everyone in Russia supported the tsar’s decision to stand up to the Germans and Austro-Hungarians.


Russia surprised the Germans with its rapid offensives into East Prussia and Galicia in August 1914. These proved decisive in thwarting the Schlieffen Plan by forcing the Germans to abandon their efforts to capture Paris, which was only 64 km from the front line, and to divert many of its soldiers eastwards to defend Berlin. Russian soldiers fought tenaciously and desperately, outmatched the Austro-Hungarians and the Turks in battle, and forced the Germans to fight an unwinnable war on two fronts until the tsar’s abdication in March 1917.


Nonetheless, Russia’s relative underdevelopment told against it. It struggled to provide sufficient weapons and munitions to its army — at one point in 1915 up to 25 per cent of Russian soldiers went into battle without a gun, with instructions to pick up any weapons they came across from fallen comrades. Russian casualties were enormous: 1.7 million were killed in combat, and about another 1.5 million died in prisoner of war camps. By early 1917 the strains of total war proved overwhelming for the tsar’s autocratic regime. Not only did many Russians despair at the prospect of a war without end, there were severe and growing problems with inflation, food supply and transportation. Prompted by popular unrest in Petrograd, the Russian capital, and in Moscow, members of the duma, Russia’s parliament, told Nicholas II to abdicate in what was known as the February Revolution. An interim Provisional Government took charge in his place.


The Provisional Government


The Provisional Government struggled to cope with the myriad demands it faced from all quarters, but it was unanimous in deciding to fight on in the First World War. The alternative, to surrender large parts of the Russian empire and millions of its people to Germany, was not something it seriously considered. The Russian offensive in June 1917, however, exposed the collapse in morale and discipline in the army since the February Revolution. The formation of the Women’s Death Battalion, which was meant to shame its male comrades into fighting with greater enthusiasm, seemed to many simply a sign of desperation on behalf of the Provisional Government. Lenin and the Bolsheviks, on the other hand, cynically promised ‘peace, bread and land’. The Russian Army began to disintegrate, with entire regiments putting down their weapons and returning home. By early October 1917 the German Army was advancing towards Petrograd and there was no effective Russian Army to stop it. In the chaos, the Bolsheviks’ Red Guard overthrew the Provisional Government in the October 1917 Revolution.


Conclusions


Tsar Nicholas II’s foreign policy was motivated primarily by a desire for security against the threat posed by Russia’s more advanced neighbours, specifically Austria-Hungary and Germany. He hoped to achieve that aim through a programme of major economic and military reforms at home, and by forging alliances with France and Britain through foreign policy. He took the initiative of summoning the first Hague Peace Conference. He sponsored the formation of the Balkan League to stabilise that region and to deter Austro-Hungarian aggression there. He worked with the other Great Powers to ensure the Balkan Wars of 1912 and 1913 did not escalate into a war that could engulf the whole of Europe.


Yet Nicholas II’s motives were complex. As well as security for Russia, he wanted to defend its interests in the Balkans, which included important economic considerations. The tsar and many of his leading subjects also felt a sense of racial and religious affinity with many of the peoples in the region, especially the Serbs. Nicholas II wanted to maintain Russia’s ‘Great Power’ status in the face of challenges from Austria-Hungary. He also harboured ambitions to expand Russia’s frontiers, as many of his predecessors had done over the centuries. His ambitious attempt to extend Russian power into Manchuria in China, however, ended in humiliating failure at the hands of the Japanese, while his ambitions to take control of the Turkish Straits came to nothing during the ‘Bosnian Crisis’ and again during the First World War.

OEBPS/OEBPS/images/tp.gif
STUDENT GUIDE

History

Clash of ideologies in Europe 1900-2000

Henry Jefferies

& B0

AN HACHETTE UK COMPANY





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/cover.jpg
STUDENT GUIDE
oA

A2 UNIT 1

History

Clash of ideologies in Europe
1900-2000

Henry Jefferies

(7 HODDER

LEARN MORE





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/9-1.jpg
The Russian empire in 1900





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/rules.jpg





OEBPS/OEBPS/images/4-1.gif
Exam-style questions

Commentaryonthe
questions

Tips on what you need to do

to gain full marks, indicated

by the icon (2

Sample student /

answers
Practise the questions, then
look at the student answers
that follow

Commentary on
sample student
answers

Read the comments
(preceded by the icon @)
showing how many marks
each answer would be
awarded in the exam and
exactly where marks are
gained or lost.





