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Introduction


About Unit 3


Unit 3 is worth 60 per cent of your A2 level. It requires detailed knowledge of a historical period and the ability to explore and analyse the interpretations of historians. Overall, 34 per cent of the marks available are awarded for source analysis (Assessment Objective 2), and 66 per cent for using your own knowledge to form an explanation (Assessment Objective 1).


In the exam, you are required to answer one question with two parts. Part (a) is worth 30 marks and Part (b) is worth 40 marks. It is advisable to spend approximately two-fifths of your time in the exam on Part (a) and the remaining three-fifths on Part (b). There will be a choice of two questions in both Part (a) and Part (b). You must answer one Part (a) and one Part (b) question.


Part (a) focuses on AO1. It will test your ability to:




• select information that focuses on the question


• organise this information to provide an answer to the question


• show range and depth in the examples you provide


• analyse the significance of the information used to reach an overall judgement.





Part (b) focuses on both AO1 and AO2. It will test your ability to:




• select information that focuses on the question


• organise this information to provide an answer to the question


• identify the interpretations provided by the sources


• weigh the interpretations of the sources, and integrate these interpretations with evidence from your own knowledge to reach an overall judgement.





From Kaiser to Führer: Germany, 1900–45


The exam board specifies that students should study four general areas which will be examined in Part (a):




1. The Second Reich, 1900–1919: politics, economics, society and the impact of the First World War


2. Weimar Germany: early crises, ‘Golden Years’ and culture


3. The origins and rise of the Nazis, 1919–33


4. Germany during the Second World War, 1939–1945: opposition and conformity, anti-Semitism and the evolution of the ‘Final Solution’, and the efficiency of the war economy.





In addition, the exam board specifies that students should study two historical controversies which will be examined in Part (b):




1. The extent to which Germany was responsible for the outbreak of the First World War


2. The extent to which the Nazi regime enjoyed popular support and rested on the consent of the German people, and the extent to which the Nazi state was efficient and carried out Hitler’s will.





How to use this book


This book has been designed to help you to develop the knowledge and skills necessary to succeed in this exam. The book is divided into six sections – one for each general area of the course. Each section is made up of a series of topics organised into double page spreads. On the left-hand page, you will find a summary of the key content you need to learn. Words in bold in the key content are defined in the glossary. On the right-hand page, you will find exam-focused activities. Together, these two strands of the book will take you through the knowledge and skills essential for exam success.


There are three levels of exam-focused activities:






	



• Band 1 activities are designed to develop the foundational skills needed to pass the exam.
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• Band 2 activities are designed to build on the skills developed in Band 1 activities and to help you achieve a C grade.
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• Band 3 activities are designed to enable you to access the highest grades.
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Each section ends with an exam-style question and model A grade answer with examiner’s commentary. This should give you guidance on what is required to achieve the top grades.
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Section 1: The Second Reich – society and government in Germany, c.1900–1919
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The constitution of the Second Reich


German unification, 1871


The Second Reich is the name given to the unified German state that was established following Prussia’s victory in the Franco-Prussian War 1870–1871. German-speaking states, with the exception of the Austrian Empire, unified under Prussian dominance. These states had previously been connected by a customs union and now they came together in a political and military union with the Prussian king as Emperor or Kaiser of Germany.
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Prussia


Established in 1525, Prussia was a German state that rose in power and status through the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. Following German unification, Prussia comprised 65 per cent of the surface area of unified Germany and 62 per cent of its population. Consequently, Prussia dominated the Second Reich.
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The constitution


The architect of both German unification and the constitution of the Second Reich was the dominant German politician of his age, Otto von Bismarck. Of Prussian origin, Bismarck sought to protect the power of Prussia and the Prussian ruling elite in his constitution, while allowing an element of popular democracy. The powers and role of each part of the political system of the Second Reich are outlined below. You will see how the constitution operated in practice later on in this section.


The Kaiser


The Kaiser, who constitutionally had to be the Prussian monarch, was sovereign in the Second Reich and the constitution granted him significant powers. The Kaiser was Commander-in-Chief of the army and in charge of foreign policy. The Kaiser appointed and could dismiss the Chancellor (Prime Minister) and government ministers. The Kaiser could also dissolve the Reichstag (parliament) and was president of the Bundesrat (federal council). Germany was ruled by Kaiser Wilhelm II from 1888 to 1918.


The Chancellor and the ministers


The Chancellor was responsible for presenting legislation to parliament and the Chancellor and ministers implemented laws. The Chancellor and ministers were not accountable to parliament, only to the Kaiser. Kaiser Wilhelm II tended to appoint members of the Prussian aristocracy, the Junkers, to these positions.


The Reichstag


The Reichstag, or parliament, was the democratic element of the German constitution, as its members were elected. All men over the age of 25 had the vote. The Reichstag could vote to accept, reject or amend legislation.


The Bundesrat (federal council)


The Bundesrat contained representatives appointed by regional state assemblies and along with the Reichstag also held legislative powers. The Bundesrat could initiate legislation and if fourteen or more members of the Bundesrat voted against a law it could be vetoed. Bismarck engineered the composition of this body to ensure the dominance of Prussian conservatives. Many of the powers of the Kaiser were supposed to be shared with the Bundesrat, but the composition of the council meant that Kaiser Wilhelm II was able to control it.


The federal state


To reflect the independent origins of parts of the newly unified Germany, the constitution was a federal one, within which individual states had considerable powers to determine the nature of their local political arrangements and to run education, health care and local policing.


The army


The German army was accountable only to the Kaiser and swore an oath of allegiance to him and not to the government.
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[image: ] Complete the paragraph
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Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question and a paragraph written in answer to this question. The paragraph contains a point and a concluding explanatory link back to the question, but lacks examples. Complete the paragraph adding examples in the space provided.




‘The constitution of the Second Reich was fundamentally undemocratic in nature.’ How far do you agree with this opinion?
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The role of the Kaiser within the constitution of the Second Reich was evidence that the constitution was fundamentally undemocratic in nature. For example,


 


In this way, the role of the Kaiser indicates that the constitution of the Second Reich was fundamentally undemocratic because the Kaiser had great power which was unaccountable to the German people.
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[image: ] Eliminate irrelevance
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Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question and a paragraph written in answer to this question. Read the paragraph and identify parts of the paragraph that are not directly relevant to the question. Draw a line through the information that is irrelevant and justify your deletions in the margin.




‘The constitution of the Second Reich was fundamentally undemocratic in nature.’ How far do you agree with this opinion?
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The Reichstag, or Parliament, was clearly the most democratic element of the constitution of the Second Reich, which created a federal state. The Reichstag was designed by Bismarck following Prussia’s victory in the Franco-Prussian War, to give the German people a voice in the German government. Otto von Bismarck himself was of Prussian origin, and therefore favoured the Prussians. The Reichstag was elected by all men over the age of 25 and had the power to reject, accept and amend any law. Prior to the creation of the constitution, Germany had been little more than a customs union dominated by Prussia. However, there were limits to the power of the Reichstag. For example, the German army was accountable to the Kaiser only and therefore the elected representatives in the Reichstag could exercise no control over the army. Overall, the Reichstag is evidence that the constitution of the Second Reich was not fundamentally undemocratic in nature because, through control of the Reichstag, the German people could affect legislation. However, this democratic aspect of the constitution was deliberately limited and therefore it is impossible to argue that the constitution of the Second Reich was wholly democratic.
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Economic and social developments


Germany’s rapid economic expansion between 1890 and 1914 had important social and political repercussions for the Second Reich.


Economic developments




• Economic growth: Germany’s economic growth was exceptional between 1890 and 1914: on average the economy expanded by 4.5 per cent a year. Coal and iron production almost doubled in these years and, by 1914, Germany’s share of world trade was equal to that of Britain. Germany’s steel industry (dominated by the massive Krupp Corporation) was particularly strong: German steel production exceeded that of Britain by 1900.


• New industries: Germany excelled in industries that used new and innovative technologies, such as chemicals, pharmaceuticals, electrics and motor manufacture. Daimler and Diesel developed cars, while AEG and Siemens became huge electrical businesses: by 1913, Germany produced around 50 per cent of the world’s electrical goods. In chemicals, Germany led the world in the production of synthetic dyes and pharmaceuticals and in precision engineering. The production of optics and mechanical goods sectors also expanded significantly.


• An industrial economy: These economic developments resulted in a growing proportion of the population working in the industrial and service sectors of the economy. The contribution that industry made to the country’s GNP rose from around 33 per cent to 42 per cent.


• Improved transport infrastructure: Germany’s transport network also developed at this time with trains, tramways and trolley buses constructed to facilitate travel and industrial development.





Social consequences




• Urbanisation: A population boom and new jobs and opportunities in industry stimulated urbanisation: by 1910, 60 per cent of the population lived in urban areas, the highest rate in Europe. The populations of Breslau, Cologne, Dresden, Hamburg, Leipzig and Munich all exceeded half a million by 1910, while Berlin had in excess of 2 million inhabitants. Overcrowding and homelessness were negative consequences of this population shift, but the development of an effective transport infrastructure helped to alleviate problems.


• Poor standards of living: Despite low unemployment and increases in average wages, the standard of living for most working people was low and conditions at work poor. Discontent about this created a boom in membership of trade unions: over 3 million people were members by 1913.


• Class tensions: Industrialisation in Germany produced heightened tensions. The industrial working class were sometimes in conflict with the owners of industry over pay and conditions at work. The Junker elite were keen to conserve their dominant position in society and, in common with the owners of industry, were concerned about the growth of socialism. The lower middle class, or Mittelstand (small traders, shopkeepers and artisans), were often discontented, as they found their living standard threatened by new industries. In the countryside, competition from Canada and the USA squeezed the peasantry and farmers.
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Below is a sample Part (a) exam-style question. Use your own knowledge and the information on the opposite page to produce a plan for this question. Choose four general points, and provide three pieces of specific information to support each general point. Once you have planned your essay, write the introduction and conclusion for the essay. The introduction should list the points to be discussed in the essay. The conclusion should summarise the key points and justify which point was the most important.




To what extent did economic developments in Germany in the period 1900–1914 pose a threat to the power of the elites?
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[image: ] Spectrum of significance


Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question and a list of general points which could be used to answer the question. Use your own knowledge and the information on the opposite page to reach a judgement about the importance of these general points to the question posed. Write numbers on the spectrum below to indicate their relative importance. Having done this, write a brief justification of your placement, explaining why some of these factors are more important than others. The resulting diagram could form the basis of an essay plan.




To what extent did economic modernisation in Germany in the years 1900–1914 heighten existing social tensions?







1. Exceptional economic growth, 1890–1914


2. Creation of new industries


3. Industrialisation of the German economy


4. Urbanisation


5. Improved transport infrastructure


6. Working-class poverty
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Political developments


Social and economic change produced greater polarisation of German politics.


The left


A growing urban working class led to the expansion of left-wing political organisations. By 1900, Germany’s trade union movement was the largest in the world and the main left-wing party, the SPD, saw their support increase substantially. The growth of the working class and the growth of the left provided a social and political challenge to Germany’s conservative elite. The consequences of this for the political system are explored on page 12.




Election results for the SPD 1887–1912
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*Out of a total of 397 seats
**Anti-socialist laws that limited the possible representation of the SPD were in place in 1887
***The SPD were now the largest party in the Reichstag





The right


The changing economic and social situation in Germany also caused a rise in nationalist politics with elements in the German Conservative Party (DKP) moving in an extremist direction. The parties that represented the new business elite, such as the NLP, became increasingly conservative. Right-wing pressure groups sought to protect the social elite from free market policies and also to promote nationalism and colonial and military expansion.


Political parties and pressure groups in the Second Reich


The DKP – German Conservative Party


This party represented Junkers and was strong in Prussia. The party often had links with the government. From the 1890s, elements within the DKP became more radical and anti-Semitic elements were inserted into the party’s constitution.


FKP – Free Conservative Party


Supported by industrialists and landowners, the party had broad geographical support.


NLP – National Liberal Party


Represented bankers and industrialists. Supported economic and political liberalism but over time the NLP’s political agenda came to be similar to that of the DKP.


The Centre (Zentrum/Z) Party


This party represented German Catholics (around a third of Germans). It consistently received approximately a quarter of votes in Reichstag elections. The party usually worked more with conservative parties, but at times (for example over the budget in 1906) sided with the SPD. Thus the Centre Party often held the balance of power in the Reichstag.


The SPD – Social Democratic Party


The SPD theoretically had revolutionary aims. However, the party was mainly moderate and reformist.


The Agrarian League


Formed as a pressure group in 1893 by Junkers seeking protectionist measures against competition. The League also had a nationalist and anti-Semitic bent. The League had links with the DKP.


The Central Association of German Industrialists


This powerful group called for tariffs to protect German industry from foreign competition. The organisation gave funding to a great many conservative members of the Reichstag.


The Navy League


The Navy League campaigned for German naval expansion. The League was very popular and had a membership of around 1 million.


The German Colonial League and the Pan German League


These two right-wing groups supported German colonial expansion. The Pan German League, whose members in the Reichstag were usually National Liberals, also sought a dominant role for Germany in Europe.


[image: ]



[image: ] Spot the mistake
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Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question and a paragraph written in answer to this question. Why does this paragraph not get into Level 4? Once you have identified the mistake, rewrite the paragraph so that it displays the qualities of Level 4. The mark scheme on page 117 will help you.




To what extent was the rise in support for the Social Democratic Party a result of Germany’s economic modernisation?
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One reason for the rise in support of the Social Democratic Party (SPD) was Germany’s economic modernisation. For example, Germany experienced a lot of economic growth and the creation of new industries. At the same time, Germany became, for the first time in its history, an industrial economy. This led to urbanisation and poor living standards, which in turn led to class tensions. Therefore, one reason for the rise in support of the SPD was economic modernisation because it led to a rise in class tensions and consequently the popularity of left-wing political parties.
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[image: ] Develop the detail
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Below are the sample Part (a) exam-style question and the paragraph written in answer to this question from the activity above. The paragraph contains a limited amount of detail. Annotate the paragraph to add additional detail to the answer.




To what extent was the rise in support for the Social Democratic Party a result of Germany’s economic modernisation?
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One reason for the rise in support of the Social Democratic Party (SPD) was Germany’s economic modernisation. For example, Germany experienced a lot of economic growth and the creation of new industries. At the same time, Germany became, for the first time in its history, an industrial economy. This led to urbanisation and poor living standards, which in turn led to class tensions. Therefore, one reason for the rise in support of the SPD was economic modernisation because it led to a rise in class tensions and consequently the popularity of left-wing political parties.
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The Kaiser and his Chancellors


Kaiser Wilhelm II ascended to the throne of Prussia and the German Empire in 1888. The Kaiser sought a dominant role in German politics and moved in 1890 against his powerful Chancellor, Bismarck. Kaiser Wilhelm is often portrayed as an autocrat who sought political control and developed aggressive and militaristic policies in the years leading up to the First World War.
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Kaiser Wilhelm II’s childhood


Kaiser Wilhelm was born in 1859, the son of Prince Frederick Wilhelm of Prussia and Victoria, the Princess Royal of Britain. Kaiser Wilhelm was born with a withered arm. The Kaiser is considered to have had a difficult childhood: relations between him and his parents were often strained, and he seems to have been troubled by his disability. Some historians have viewed Wilhelm as a megalomaniac, psychologically damaged by his childhood.
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The 1890s


Historian John Röhl argues that the Kaiser developed a system of autocratic personal rule during the 1890s: he appointed ministers who would further his conservative political agenda and sought to control the work of his Chancellors and government. Bismarck’s replacement, Caprivi, found the Kaiser interfering and difficult to work with and he attempted to resign five times, before Wilhelm eventually allowed him to in 1894. Caprivi was replaced by the aristocratic and aging Hohenlohe who was largely controlled by the Kaiser and his ministers. In 1896–1897 the Kaiser exercised his powers of patronage to remove more progressive ministers from the government and replace them with those who shared his conservative vision, such as von Bülow and von Tirpitz.


Chancellor von Bülow, 1900–1909


Requiring a more effective politician to work with the Reichstag in order to get their support for his imperial and military plans, Kaiser Wilhelm appointed Bernhard von Bülow as Chancellor in 1900. Von Bülow outwardly co-operated with the Kaiser, but sometimes succeeded in sidelining or defeating him, for example over the Tariff Law of 1902. The Kaiser tried to reassert his authority once again by making a series of ministerial appointments in 1905–1906.


Von Bülow sought to align conservative and centrist political forces in Germany through unifying them around foreign policy, a policy known as ‘bringing together’ or Sammlungspolitik. He had some success in building Reichstag support by creating a voting bloc (the ‘Bülow Bloc’) of all the non-socialist parties. Von Bülow also tried to appease socialist forces in a series of social reforms, such as measures relating to sickness insurance in 1903 and child labour in 1908. However, he faced a serious challenge to his authority from the Reichstag during the budgetary crisis and Hottentot election of 1906–1907. In the end, von Bülow resigned, having lost the support of the Kaiser in the aftermath of the Daily Telegraph Affair (see page 12).


Chancellor Bethmann Hollweg, 1909–1916


Bethmann’s chancellorship illustrates the Reichstag’s lack of control over the government. In 1913, following the Zabern Affair (see page 12), Bethmann lost a vote of no-confidence in the SPD-dominated Reichstag. However, the Reichstag did not have the constitutional power to force him out of office and therefore he remained Chancellor.


Bethmann had more success with the Army Bill earlier in 1913, where he gained SPD support for army expansion by agreeing to fund it through progressive taxation.
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[image: ] Support or challenge?


Below is a sample Part (a) exam-style question which asks how far you agree with a specific statement. Below this is a series of general statements which are relevant to the question. Using your own knowledge and the information on the opposite page decide whether these statements support or challenge the statement in the question and tick the appropriate box.




‘The Second Reich was essentially a system of autocratic personal rule by the Kaiser in the period 1900–1914.’ How far do you agree with this opinion?









	 

	SUPPORT 

	CHALLENGE 






	The Kaiser was the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces.

	 

	 






	The Kaiser could not initiate legislation.

	 

	 






	The Kaiser replaced von Bülow with Bethmann following the Daily Telegraph Affair.

	 

	 






	In 1913, Bethmann lost a vote of no-confidence in the Reichstag.

	 

	 






	The SPD became the largest party in the Reichstag in 1912.

	 

	 






	Urbanisation led to a growth in the trade union movement.

	 

	 






	The Reichstag was elected by all men over the age of 25.

	 

	 






	The Reichstag could veto or amend legislation.
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[image: ] Complete the Venn diagram


Use the information that you have gained so far to add detail to the Venn diagram below. In the non-intersecting areas of the diagram, list the roles of the Kaiser, the Chancellor, and the Reichstag. In the intersecting areas of the diagram, list the tensions between these groups and individuals. These can be general tensions, resulting from the constitution, or specific tensions, resulting from specific events.
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How did the political system work in practice?


Tensions in the German political system


By 1914, the political system did not work very effectively. As the Kaiser appointed the government, they remained permanently conservative, upper class and Junker-dominated, while the largest party in the Reichstag was, from 1912, the SPD, which represented the working class. Consequently, governments often struggled to work with the Reichstag. These tensions can be seen in the following events:


The budgetary crisis 1906 and the Hottentot election 1907


In 1906 the SPD and the Centre Party deputies in the Reichstag joined forces to vote against the government’s budget, in protest at Germany’s colonial policies. The Kaiser consequently used his powers to dissolve the Reichstag and a new election was called in 1907, known as the Hottentot election. Conservative imperialist parties emerged strengthened after the election.


This event demonstrated:




• the Reichstag trying to control the actions of the Kaiser, government and army


• the tensions between a left-wing Reichstag and a permanently conservative government


• the power that the Kaiser had to dissolve the Reichstag


• support from the German public for a brutal imperialist agenda.





The Daily Telegraph Affair, 1908


In 1908, conversations that the Kaiser had with a British colonel were published in the Daily Telegraph. The Kaiser made various unguarded comments, such as that the British were ‘mad, mad as March hares!’ for thinking that Germany posed a threat to peace. He implied that German naval build-up was directed at the Japanese. The Kaiser was perceived in Germany as having exceeded his authority in talking to the foreign press in this way. The affair led to wider criticism of the Kaiser in the Reichstag and the press. They criticised his conduct and his dominance in foreign affairs. The Kaiser eventually agreed to guarantee to the Reichstag that he would not make similar pronouncements in future. Kaiser Wilhelm avoided political interventions following this event but did pressurise von Bülow, whom he felt had been too supportive of the Reichstag, to resign.


This event demonstrated that:




• the Reichstag and the German press were prepared to criticise the Kaiser


• the Reichstag could gain concessions from the Kaiser


• the Kaiser could not always act in an autocratic manner


• the Kaiser could remove his Chancellors.





The Zabern Affair, 1913


A German soldier based in Zabern, in Alsace, made a derogatory comment about the Alsacian locals. Tensions escalated between the German army and local inhabitants, and matters came to a head when the soldier was acquitted by a military court of injuring a man who had jeered at him. The Kaiser backed the military, while the Reichstag criticised the conduct of the army and of Chancellor Bethmann, eventually passing a vote of no-confidence in him. Scheidemann of the SPD called upon Bethmann to resign but he refused, saying he depended only upon the authority of the Kaiser.


This event demonstrated that:




• the army operated independently of civil authority in Germany and were accountable to the Kaiser who, by 1913, was very supportive of them


• the Reichstag were not able to hold the Chancellor to account: the Chancellor only needed the Kaiser’s support


• the Reichstag could be ignored by the Kaiser and the army


• tensions existed between different parts of the German system, especially between the army and the Reichstag.
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[image: ] Spectrum of significance



Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question and a list of general points which could be used to answer the question. Use your own knowledge and the information on the opposite page to reach a judgement about the importance of these general points to the question posed. Write numbers on the spectrum below to indicate their relative importance. Having done this, write a brief justification of your placement, explaining why some of these factors are more important than others. The resulting diagram could form the basis of an essay plan.




‘The Second Reich became increasingly democratic in the years 1900–1914.’ How far do you agree with this opinion?







1. The budgetary crisis, 1906


2. The Hottentot election, 1907


3. The Daily Telegraph Affair, 1908


4. The dismissal of von Bülow, 1909


5. The Zabern Affair, 1913


6. The vote of no-confidence in Bethmann, 1913
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[image: ] Introducing an argument


Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question, a list of key points to be made in the essay and a simple introduction and conclusion for the essay. Read the question, the plan and the introduction and conclusion. Rewrite the introduction and conclusion in order to develop an argument.




‘The Second Reich was essentially an entrenched autocracy.’ How far do you agree with this opinion?





Key points:




• The constitutional role of the Kaiser


• The Kaiser’s desire to establish ‘personal rule’


• The constitutional role of the Reichstag


• The growth of left-wing influence in the Reichstag


• The impact of constitutional crises, 1906–1913





Introduction
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There is clearly evidence for and against the statement that the Second Reich was essentially an entrenched autocracy. On the one hand, the constitutional role of the Kaiser and the Kaiser’s desire to establish ‘personal rule’ suggest that Germany was indeed an entrenched autocracy. On the other hand, the constitutional role of the Reichstag, the growth of left-wing influence in the Reichstag, and the impact of constitutional crises in the period 1906–1913 suggest that there were democratic checks on the power of the Kaiser.
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Conclusion
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There is clearly evidence for and against the statement that the Second Reich was essentially an entrenched autocracy. Overall, the events of 1900–1914 suggest that the Second Reich was more autocratic than it was democratic.
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The Second Reich by 1914


Historians debate how the political system of the Second Reich operated and where power lay in this system.




• John Röhl suggests that the Kaiser built an autocratic semi-absolutist system within which his militaristic and conservative agenda was advanced, the Reichstag sidelined and liberal and democratic forces weakened.


• The Second Reich could also be seen as a failing system that was unable to cope with the political and social challenges that a modernising economy had produced. Hans-Ulrich Wehler argued that Germany was dominated by powerful conservative forces, such as the army, that were not democratically accountable.


• Christopher Clark argues that the system was too fluid and the Kaiser too erratic for personal rule by Wilhelm to have been possible. Clark is more positive than Röhl or Wehler about the strength of liberal elements in Germany at this time.


• Geoff Eley and David Blackburn have emphasised the scale and range of political participation in the Second Reich: they focus upon the impact of politics from below rather than politics from above.





Entrenched autocracy, elite dominance or a growing democracy?


Evidence that Germany was an autocracy




• The Kaiser had the power to appoint the Chancellor and ministers and the power to dissolve the Reichstag. The Kaiser shaped the composition of the government 1896–1897 and 1905–1906, and dissolved the Reichstag in 1906. He also forced von Bülow to resign after the Daily Telegraph Affair.


• The Chancellor and ministers were not accountable to the Reichstag. Bethmann lost a vote of no-confidence in the Reichstag and remained as Chancellor.


• The army was only accountable to the Kaiser and so was not affected by the Reichstag’s criticisms following the Zabern Affair in 1913.


• The country followed the Kaiser’s political agenda, for example in Weltpolitik (see page 24).





Evidence that Germany was dominated by a conservative elite




• The agenda of the conservative elite was followed in naval, militaristic and colonial expansion. This was reflected in colonial policies and in the Naval Bill of 1906.


• Conservative pressure groups like the Agrarian League and the Central Association of German Industrialists successfully lobbied for increased agricultural tariffs in 1902.


• The power of the Bundesrat meant that the government was dominated by conservatives.


• A conservative Prussian elite dominated the state in the army, judiciary, civil service and government.





Evidence of democracy and liberalism in Germany




• The Reichstag was democratic in the sense that all classes of men had the vote.


• The Reichstag was able to reject legislation and did so in 1906 when they rejected colonial policy.


• The Reichstag were increasingly assertive, as can be seen from their stance on the 1906 budget, their criticisms of the Kaiser in the wake of the Daily Telegraph Affair in 1908 and their censure of Bethmann in 1913.


• The ruling elite had to respond to pressure from below (from left-wing political movements and the working classes) for social reform.


• The press criticised the Kaiser, for example after the Daily Telegraph affair.


• Political participation was high: the trade union movement was large, pressure groups influential and women participated in political movements despite not having the vote.


• There was a plurality of interests in the state: Catholics had the Centre Party; workers the SPD; farmers the Agrarian League.
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[image: ] RAG – Rate the timeline



Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question and a timeline. Read the question, study the timeline and, using three coloured pens, put a Red, Amber or Green star next to the events to show:








	Red:

	Events and policies that have no relevance to the question






	Amber:

	Events and policies that have some significance to the question






	Green:

	Events and policies that are directly relevant to the question












      1) To what extent was the Second Reich dominated politically and socially by the German elites in the period 1900–1914?





Now repeat the activity with the following question:




      2) ‘The Second Reich was characterised by fundamental economic and political divisions in the period 1900–1914.’ How far do you agree with this opinion?
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[image: ] Developing an argument


Below are a sample Part (a) exam-style question, a list of key points to be made in the essay and a paragraph from the essay. Read the question, the plan and the sample paragraph. Rewrite the paragraph in order to develop an argument. Your paragraph should explain why the factor discussed in the paragraph is either the most significant factor or less significant than another factor.




To what extent was the Kaiser the most powerful figure in the Second Reich in the period 1900–1914?





Key points:




• The Kaiser


• The army


• The Reichstag


• The Junkers



• The Chancellor





Sample paragraph


[image: ]


The Chancellor clearly had significant power within the Second Reich. Constitutionally, the Chancellor was responsible for presenting legislation to the Reichstag. Additionally, the Chancellor was not democratically accountable to the German people, in the sense that he could not be dismissed by the Reichstag. This was obvious in 1913, when Bethmann lost a vote of no-confidence following the Zabern Affair, but retained his position as he still enjoyed the support of the Kaiser. The budgetary crisis of 1906 is another example of the Chancellor’s power. During the crisis, the SPD and the Centre Party joined forces to defeat von Bülow’s budget. Nonetheless, with the support of the Kaiser, the Chancellor fought and won the 1907 Hottentot election, following which he was able to reassert his control over the government. In this way, the Chancellor clearly had a great deal of power within the Second Reich as he was unaccountable to the German people and the Reichstag.
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