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Fascists also bitterly condemned individualism, liberalism, feminism, parliamentary
democracy, and communism, all of which, they argued, divided and weakened the
nation. In their determination to overthrow existing regimes, they were revolutionary;
in their embrace of traditional values and their opposition to much of modern life,
however, they were conservative or reactionary.
Such ideas appealed to aggrieved people all across the social spectrum. In the devastation that followed the First World War, the numbers of such people grew substantially. In the aftermath of the Russian Revolution of 1917, some among the middle
and upper classes saw the rise of socialism and communism as a dire threat; small-scale
merchants, artisans, and farmers feared the loss of their independence to either big
business or socialist revolution; demobilized soldiers had few prospects and nursed
many resentments; and intellectuals were appalled by the materialism and artificiality
of modern life. Such people had lost faith in the capacity of liberal democracy and
capitalism to create a good society and to protect their interests. Some among them
proved a receptive audience for the message of fascism.
Small fascist movements appeared in many Western European countries, including France, Great Britain, and the Netherlands, but they had little political impact.
More substantial movements took shape in Austria, Hungary, and Romania. In Spain,
the rise of a fascist movement led to a bitter civil war (1936–1939) and a dictatorial
regime that lasted into the 1970s. But in Italy and Germany, such movements achieved
prolonged power in major states, with devastating consequences for Europe and the
world.
The fascist alternative took shape first in Italy.That nation had become a unified
state only in 1870 and had not yet developed a modern democratic culture. In the
early twentieth century, conservative landlords still dominated much of the countryside. Northern Italy, however, had begun to industrialize in the late nineteenth century, generating the characteristic tension between a factory working class and a
substantial middle class.The First World War gave rise to resentful veterans, many of
them unemployed, and to patriots who believed that Italy had not gained the territory it deserved from the Treaty of Versailles. During the serious economic downturn
after World War I, trade unions, peasant movements, and various communist and
socialist parties threatened the established social order with a wave of strikes and land
seizures.
Into this setting stepped a charismatic orator and a former journalist with a
socialist background, Benito Mussolini (1883–1945).With the help of a private army
of disillusioned veterans and jobless men known as the Black Shirts, Mussolini swept
to power in 1922, promising an alternative to both communism and ineffective democratic rule. Considerable violence accompanied Mussolini’s rise to power as bands of
Black Shirts destroyed the offices of socialist newspapers and attacked striking workers. Fearful of communism, big business threw its support to Mussolini, who promised
order in the streets, an end to bickering party-based politics, and the maintenance of
the traditional social order.That Mussolini’s government allegedly made the trains run
on time became evidence that these promises might be fulfilled.The symbol of this
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The Faces of European
Fascism
Benito Mussolini (left) and
Adolf Hitler came to symbolize fascism in Europe in the
several decades between the
two world wars. In this photograph from September 1937,
they are reviewing German
troops in Munich during
Mussolini’s visit to Germany,
a trip that deepened the
growing relationship between
their two countries.
(Luce/Keystone/Getty Images)

■ Comparison
What was distinctive about
the German expression of
fascism? What was the
basis of popular support
for the Nazis?

movement was the fasces, a bundle of birch
rods bound together around an axe, which
represented power and strength in unity and
derived from ancient Rome.Thus fascism was
born. (See Document 22.1, pp. 1010–12, for
Mussolini’s understanding of fascism.)
Mussolini promised his mass following major social reforms, though in practice he concentrated instead on consolidating the power
of the central state. Democracy in Italy was
suspended, and opponents were imprisoned,
deported, or sometimes executed. Independent labor unions and peasant groups were
disbanded, as were all political parties except
the Fascist Party. In economic life, a “corporate
state” took shape, at least in theory, in which
workers, employers, and various professional
groups were organized into “corporations” that
were supposed to settle their disagreements and
determine economic policy under the supervision of the state.
Culturally, fascists invoked various aspects
of traditional Italian life. Mussolini, though
personally an atheist, embraced the Catholic
culture of Italy in a series of agreements with
the Church (the Lateran Accords of 1929) that made the Vatican a sovereign state and
Catholicism Italy’s national religion. In fascist propaganda, women were portrayed
in highly traditional terms as domestic creatures, particularly as mothers creating new
citizens for the fascist state, with no hint of equality or liberation. Nationalists were
delighted when Italy invaded Ethiopia in 1935, avenging the embarrassing defeat that
Italians suffered at the hands of Ethiopians in 1896. In the eyes of Mussolini and fascist believers, all of this was the beginning of a “new Roman Empire” that would
revitalize Italian society and give it a global mission.

Hitler and the Nazis
Far more important in the long run was the German expression of European fascism, which took shape as the Nazi Party under the leadership of Adolf Hitler
(1889–1945). In many respects, it was similar to its Italian counterpart. Both espoused
an extreme nationalism, openly advocated the use of violence as a political tool,
generated a single-party dictatorship, were led by charismatic figures, despised parliamentary democracy, hated communism, and viewed war as a positive and ennobling
experience.4 The circumstances that gave rise to the Nazi movement were likewise
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broadly similar to those of Italian fascism, although the Nazis did not achieve national
power until 1933.
The end of World War I witnessed the collapse of the German imperial government, itself less than a half century old. It was left to the democratic politicians
of a new government—known as the Weimar Republic—to negotiate a peace settlement with the victorious allies.Traditional elites, who had withdrawn from public life
in disgrace, never explicitly took responsibility for Germany’s defeat; instead they
attacked the democratic politicians who had the unenviable task of signing the Treaty
of Versailles and enforcing it. In this setting, some began to argue that German
military forces had not really lost the war but that civilian socialists, communists, and
Jews had betrayed the nation, “stabbing it in the back.”
As in postwar Italy, liberal or democratic political leaders during the 1920s faced
considerable hostility. Paramilitary groups of veterans known as the Freikorps assassinated hundreds of supporters of the Weimar regime. Gradually, some among the
middle classes as well as conservative landowners joined in opposition to the Weimar
regime, both groups threatened by the ruinous inflation of 1923 and then the Great
Depression.The German economy largely ground to a halt in the early 1930s amid
massive unemployment among workers and the middle class alike. Everyone demanded decisive action from the state. Many industrial workers looked to socialists
and communists for solutions; others turned to fascism. Large numbers of middleclass people deserted moderate political parties in favor of conservative and radical
right-wing movements.
This was the context in which Adolf Hitler’s National Socialist, or Nazi, Party
gained growing public support. Founded shortly after the end of World War I, the
Nazi Party under Hitler’s leadership proclaimed a message of intense German nationalism cast in terms of racial superiority, bitter hatred for Jews as an alien presence,
passionate opposition to communism, a determination to rescue Germany from the
humiliating requirements of the Treaty of Versailles, and a willingness to decisively
tackle the country’s economic problems. Throughout the 1920s, the Nazis were a
minor presence in German politics, gaining only 2.6 percent of the vote in the national elections of 1928. Just four years later, however, in the wake of the Depression’s
terrible impact and the Weimar government’s inability to respond effectively, the
Nazis attracted 37 percent of the vote. In 1933, Hitler was legally installed as the chancellor of the German government. Thus did the Weimar Republic, a democratic
regime that never gained broad support, give way to the Third Reich.
Once in power, Hitler moved quickly to consolidate Nazi control of Germany.
All other political parties were outlawed; independent labor unions were ended;
thousands of opponents were arrested; and the press and radio came under state control. Far more thoroughly than Mussolini in Italy, Hitler and the Nazis established
their control over German society.5
By the late 1930s, Hitler apparently had the support of a considerable majority of the population, in large measure because his policies successfully brought
Germany out of the Depression.The government invested heavily in projects such
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Nazi Hatred of the Jews
This picture served as the
cover of a highly anti-Semitic
book of photographs entitled The Eternal Jew, published by the Nazis in 1937. It
effectively summed up many
of the themes of the Nazi
case against the Jews, showing them as ugly and subhuman, as the instigators of
communism (the hammer
and sickle on a map of
Russia), as greedy capitalists
(coins in one hand), and as
seeking to dominate the
world (the whip). (akg-images)

as superhighways, bridges, canals, and public buildings and, after 1935, in rebuilding
and rearming the country’s diminished military forces. These policies drove down
the number of unemployed Germans from 6.2 million in 1932 to fewer than 500,000
in 1937. Two years later Germany had a labor shortage. Erna Kranz, a teenager in
the 1930s, later remembered the early years of Nazi rule as “a glimmer of hope... not
just for the unemployed but for everybody because we all knew that we were
downtrodden. ... It was a good time... there was order and discipline.”6 Millions
agreed with her.
Other factors as well contributed to Nazi popularity. Like Italian fascists, Hitler
too appealed to rural and traditional values that many Germans feared losing as their
country modernized. In Hitler’s thinking and in Nazi propaganda, Jews became the
symbol of the urban, capitalist, and foreign influences that were undermining traditional German culture. Thus the Nazis reflected and reinforced a broader and
long-established current of anti-Semitism that had deep roots in much of Europe.
In his book Mein Kampf (My Struggle), Hitler outlined his case against the Jews and
his call for the racial purification of Germany in vitriolic terms. (See Document 21.2,
pp. 1012–15, for a statement of Hitler’s thinking.)
Far more than elsewhere, this insistence on a racial revolution was a central feature
of the Nazi program and differed from the racial attitudes in Italy, where Jews were a
tiny minority of the population and deeply assimilated into Italian culture. Early on, Mussolini had
ridiculed Nazi racism, but as Germany and Italy
drew closer together, Italy too began a program of
overt anti-Semitism, though nothing approaching
the extremes that characterized Nazi Germany.
Upon coming to power, Hitler implemented
policies that increasingly restricted Jewish life. Soon
Jews were excluded from universities, professional
organizations, and civil employment. In 1935, the
Nuremberg Laws ended German citizenship for
Jews and forbade marriage or sexual relations between Jews and Germans. On the night of November 9, 1938, known as Kristallnacht, persecution
gave way to terror, when Nazis smashed and looted
Jewish shops. Such actions made clear the Nazis’
determination to rid Germany of its Jewish population, thus putting into effect the most radical
element of Hitler’s program. Still, it was not yet
apparent that this “racial revolution” would mean
the mass killing of Europe’s Jews.That horrendous
development emerged only in the context of
World War II.
Also sustaining Nazi rule were massive torchlight ceremonies celebrating the superiority of the
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German race and its folk culture. In these settings, Hitler was the mystical leader,
the Führer, a mesmerizing orator who would lead Germany to national greatness
and individual Germans to personal fulfillment.
If World War I and the Great Depression brought about the political and economic collapse of Europe, the Nazi phenomenon represented a moral collapse within
the West, deriving from a highly selective incorporation of earlier strands of European culture. On the one hand, the Nazis actively rejected some of the values—
rationalism, tolerance, democracy, human equality—that for many people had defined
the core of Western civilization since the Enlightenment. On the other hand, they
claimed the legacy of modern science, particularly in their concern to classify and
rank various human groups.Thus they drew heavily on the “scientific racism” of the
nineteenth century and its expression in phrenology, which linked the size and shape
of the skull to human behavior and personality. Moreover, in their effort to purify
German society, the Nazis reflected the Enlightenment confidence in the perfectibility of humankind and in the social engineering necessary to achieve it.

Japanese Authoritarianism
In various ways, the modern history of Japan paralleled that of Italy and Germany.
All three were newcomers to great power status, with Japan joining the club of industrializing and empire-building states only in the late nineteenth century as its sole
Asian member (see pp. 898–901). Like Italy and Germany, Japan had a rather limited experience with democratic politics, for its elected parliament was constrained
by a very small electorate (only 1.5 million men in 1917) and by the exalted position
of a semidivine emperor and his small coterie of elite advisers. During the 1930s, Japan
too moved toward authoritarian government and a denial of democracy at home,
even as it launched an aggressive program of territorial expansion in East Asia.
Despite these broad similarities, Japan’s history in the first half of the twentieth
century was clearly distinctive. In sharp contrast to Italy and Germany, Japan’s participation in World War I was minimal, and its economy grew considerably as other
industrialized countries were engaged in the European war.At the peace conference
ending that war, Japan was seated as an equal participant, allied with the winning side
of democratic countries such as Britain, France, and the United States.
During the 1920s, Japan seemed to be moving toward a more democratic politics and Western cultural values. Universal male suffrage was achieved in 1925; cabinets led by leaders of the major parties, rather than bureaucrats or imperial favorites,
governed the country; and a two-party system began to emerge. Supporters of these
developments generally embraced the dignity of the individual, free expression of
ideas, and greater gender equality. Education expanded; an urban consumer society
developed; middle-class women entered new professions; young women known as
moga (modern girls) sported short hair and short skirts, while dancing with mobo
(modern boys) at jazz clubs and cabarets.To such people, the Japanese were becoming world citizens and their country was becoming “a province of the world” as they
participated increasingly in a cosmopolitan and international culture.

■ Comparison
How did Japan’s
experience during the
1920s and 1930s resemble
that of Germany, and how
did it differ?
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In this environment, the accumulated tensions of Japan’s modernizing and industrializing processes found expression.“Rice riots” in 1918 brought more than a million people into the streets of urban Japan to protest the rising price of that essential
staple. Union membership tripled in the 1920s as some factory workers began to think
in terms of entitlements and workers’ rights rather than the benevolence of their
employers. In rural areas, tenant unions multiplied, and disputes with landowners
increased amid demands for a reduction in rents. A mounting women’s movement
advocated a variety of feminist issues, including suffrage and the end of legalized
prostitution.“All the sleeping women are now awake and moving,” declared Yosano
Akiko, a well-known poet, feminist, and social critic.Within the political arena, a number of “proletarian parties”—the Labor-Farmer Party, the Socialist People’s Party,
and a small Japan Communist Party—promised in various ways to “bring about the
political, economic and social emancipation of the proletarian class.”7
To many people in established elite circles—bureaucrats, landowners, industrialists, military officials—all of this was alarming, even appalling, and suggested echoes
of the Russian Revolution of 1917.A number of political activists were arrested, and
a few were killed.A Peace Preservation Law, enacted in 1925, promised long prison
sentences, or even the death penalty, to anyone who organized against the existing
imperial system of government or private property.
As in Germany, however, it was the impact of the Great Depression that paved
the way for harsher and more authoritarian action.That worldwide economic catastrophe hit Japan hard. Shrinking world demand for silk impoverished millions of
rural dwellers who raised silkworms. Japan’s exports fell by half between 1929 and
1931, leaving a million or more urban workers unemployed. Many young workers
returned to their rural villages only to find food scarce, families forced to sell their
daughters to urban brothels, and neighbors unable to offer the customary money for
the funerals of their friends. In these desperate circumstances, many began to doubt
the ability of parliamentary democracy and capitalism to address Japan’s “national
emergency.” Politicians and business leaders alike were widely regarded as privileged,
self-centered, and heedless of the larger interests of the nation.
Such conditions energized a growing movement in Japanese political life known
as Radical Nationalism or the Revolutionary Right. Expressed in dozens of small
groups, it was especially appealing to younger army officers.The movement’s many
separate organizations shared an extreme nationalism, hostility to parliamentary democracy, a commitment to elite leadership focused around an exalted emperor, and
dedication to foreign expansion. The manifesto of one of those organizations, the
Cherry Blossom Society, expressed these sentiments clearly in 1930:
As we observe recent social trends, top leaders engage in immoral conduct,
political parties are corrupt, capitalists and aristocrats have no understanding of
the masses, farming villages are devastated, unemployment and depression are
serious. ...The rulers neglect the long term interests of the nation, strive to win
only the pleasure of foreign powers and possess no enthusiasm for external
expansion. ...The people are with us in craving the appearance of a vigorous
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and clean government that is truly based upon the masses, and is genuinely centered around the Emperor.8

Members of such organizations managed to assassinate a number of public officials and prominent individuals, in the hope of provoking a return to direct rule by
the emperor, and in 1936 a group of junior officers attempted a military takeover of
the government, which was quickly suppressed. In sharp contrast to developments
in Italy and Germany, however, no right-wing party gained wide popular support,
nor was any such party able to seize power in Japan.Although individuals and small
groups sometimes espoused ideas similar to those of European fascists, no major fascist party emerged. Nor did Japan produce any charismatic leader on the order of
Mussolini or Hitler. People arrested for political offenses were neither criminalized
nor exterminated, as in Germany, but instead were subjected to a process of “resocialization” that brought the vast majority of them to renounce their “errors” and
return to the “Japanese way.” Japan’s established institutions of government were sufficiently strong, and traditional notions of the nation as a family headed by the emperor were sufficiently intact, to prevent the development of a widespread fascist
movement able to take control of the country.9
In the 1930s, though, Japanese public life clearly changed in ways that reflected
the growth of right-wing nationalist thinking. Parties and the parliament continued
to operate, and elections were held, but major cabinet positions now went to prominent bureaucratic or military figures rather than to party leaders. The military in
particular came to exercise a more dominant role in Japanese political life, although
military men had to negotiate with business and bureaucratic elites as well as party
leaders. Censorship limited the possibilities of free expression, and a single news agency
was granted the right to distribute all national and most international news to the
country’s newspapers and radio stations.An Industrial Patriotic Federation replaced
independent trade unions with factory-based “discussion councils” to resolve local
disputes between workers and managers.
Established authorities also adopted many of the ideological themes of the Radical Right. In 1937, the Ministry of Education issued a new textbook, The Cardinal
Principles of Our National Polity, for use in all Japanese schools (see Document 21.3,
pp. 1015–17).That document proclaimed the Japanese to be “intrinsically quite different from the so-called citizens of Occidental [Western] countries.”Those nations
were “conglomerations of separate individuals” with “no deep foundation between
ruler and citizen to unite them.” In Japan, by contrast, an emperor of divine origin
related to his subjects as a father to his children. It was a natural, not a contractual,
relationship, expressed most fully in the “sacrifice of the life of a subject for the
Emperor.” In addition to studying this text, students were now required to engage
in more physical training, in which Japanese martial arts replaced baseball in the
physical education curriculum.
The erosion of democracy and the rise of the military in Japanese political life
reflected long-standing Japanese respect for the military values of its ancient samurai
warrior class as well as the relatively independent position of the military in Japan’s
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Meiji constitution. The state’s success in quickly bringing the country out of the
Depression likewise fostered popular support. As in Nazi Germany, state-financed
credit, large-scale spending on armaments, and public works projects enabled Japan
to emerge from the Depression more rapidly and more fully than major Western
countries.“By the end of 1937,” noted one Japanese laborer,“everybody in the country was working.”10 By the mid-1930s, the government increasingly assumed a
supervisory or managerial role in economic affairs that included subsidies to strategic industries; profit ceilings on major corporations; caps on wages, prices, and rents;
and a measure of central planning. Private property, however, was retained, and the
huge industrial enterprises called zaibatsu continued to dominate the economic
landscape.
Although Japan during the 1930s shared some common features with fascist Italy
and Nazi Germany, it remained, at least internally, a less repressive and more pluralistic society than either of those European states. Japanese intellectuals and writers
had to contend with government censorship, but they retained some influence in the
country. Generals and admirals exercised great political authority as the role of an
elected parliament declined, but they did not govern alone. Political prisoners were
few and were not subjected to execution or deportation as in European fascist states.
Japanese conceptions of their racial purity and uniqueness were directed largely
against foreigners rather than an internal minority. Nevertheless, like Germany and
Italy, Japan developed extensive imperial ambitions.Those projects of conquest and
empire building collided with the interests of established world powers such as the
United States and Britain, launching a second, and even more terrible, global war.

A Second World War
World War II, even more than the Great War, was a genuinely global conflict with
independent origins in both Asia and Europe.Their common feature lay in dissatisfied states in both continents that sought to fundamentally alter the international
arrangements that had emerged from World War I. Many Japanese, like their counterparts in Italy and Germany, felt stymied by Britain and the United States as they
sought empires that they regarded as essential for their national greatness and economic well-being.

The Road to War in Asia
■ Comparison
In what ways were the
origins of World War II in
Asia and in Europe similar
to each other? How were
they different?

World War II began in Asia before it occurred in Europe. In the late 1920s and the
1930s, Japanese imperial ambitions mounted as the military became more powerful
in Japan’s political life and as an earlier cultural cosmopolitanism gave way to more
nationalist sentiments. An initial problem was the rise of Chinese nationalism,
which seemed to threaten Japan’s sphere of influence in Manchuria, acquired after
the Russo-Japanese War of 1904–1905. Acting independently of civilian authorities
in Tokyo, units of the Japanese military seized control of Manchuria in 1931 and
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established a puppet state called Manchukuo.This action infuriated Western powers, prompting Japan to withdraw from the League of Nations, to break politically
with its Western allies, and in 1936 to align more closely with Germany and Italy.
By that time, relations with an increasingly nationalist China had deteriorated further, leading to a full-scale attack on heartland China in 1937 and escalating a bitter conflict that would last another eight years.World War II in Asia had begun (see
Map 21.4).
As the war with China unfolded, the view of the world held by Japanese authorities and many ordinary people hardened. Increasingly, they felt isolated, surrounded,
and threatened. A series of international agreements in the early 1920s that had
granted Japan a less robust naval force than Britain or the United States as well as
anti-Japanese immigration policies in the United States convinced some Japanese that
European racism prevented the West from acknowledging Japan as an equal power.
Furthermore, Japan was quite dependent on foreign and especially American sources
of strategic goods. By the late 1930s, some 73 percent of Japan’s scrap iron, 60 percent of its imported machine tools, 80 percent of its oil, and about half of its copper
came from the United States, which was becoming increasingly hostile to Japanese
ambitions in Asia. Moreover,Western imperialist powers—the British, French, and
Dutch—controlled resource-rich colonies in Southeast Asia. Finally, the Soviet
Union, proclaiming an alien communist ideology, loomed large in northern Asia.
To growing numbers of Japanese, their national survival was at stake.
Thus in 1940–1941, Japan extended its military operations to the French, British,
Dutch, and American colonies of Indochina, Malaya, Burma, Indonesia, and the
Philippines in an effort to acquire those resources that would free it from dependence on the West. In carving out this Pacific empire, the Japanese presented themselves as liberators and modernizers, creating an “Asia for Asians” and freeing their
continent from European dominance. Experience soon showed that Japan’s concern
was far more for Asia’s resources than for its liberation and that Japanese rule exceeded
in brutality even that of the Europeans.
A decisive step in the development of World War II in Asia lay in the Japanese
attack on the United States at Pearl Harbor in Hawaii in December 1941. Japanese
authorities undertook that attack with reluctance and only after negotiations to end
American hostility to Japan’s empire-building enterprise proved fruitless and an American oil embargo was imposed on Japan in July 1941.American opinion in the 1930s
increasingly saw Japan as aggressive, oppressive, and a threat to U.S. economic interests
in Asia. In the face of this hostility, Japan’s leaders felt that the alternatives for their
country boiled down to either an acceptance of American terms, which they feared
would reduce Japan to a second- or third-rank power, or a war with an uncertain
outcome. Given those choices, the decision for war was made more with foreboding
than with enthusiasm.A leading Japanese admiral made the case for war in this way
in late 1941: “The government has decided that if there were no war the fate of the
nation is sealed. Even if there is a war, the country may be ruined. Nevertheless a
nation that does not fight in this plight has lost its spirit and is doomed.”11
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possessions in Asia, while inflicting vast devastation on China.
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As a consequence of the attack on Pearl Harbor, the United States entered the
war in the Pacific, beginning a long and bloody struggle that ended only with the
use of atomic bombs against Hiroshima and Nagasaki in 1945. The Pearl Harbor
action also joined the Asian theater of the war and the ongoing conflict in Europe
into a single global struggle that pitted Germany, Italy, and Japan (the Axis powers)
against the United States, Britain, and the Soviet Union (the Allies).

The Road to War in Europe
If Japan was the dissatisfied power in Asia, Nazi Germany occupied that role in
Europe even more sharply. As a consequence of its defeat in World War I and the
harsh terms of the Treaty of Versailles, many Germans harbored deep resentments
about their country’s position in the international arena.Taking advantage of those
resentments, the Nazis pledged to rectify the treaty’s perceived injustices. Thus, to
most historians, the origins of World War II in Europe lie squarely in German aggression, although with many twists and turns and encouraged by the initial unwillingness of Britain, France, and the Soviet Union to confront that aggression forcefully
and collectively. If World War I was accidental and unintended, World War II was
more deliberate and planned, perhaps even desired by the German leadership and by
Hitler in particular.
War was central to the Nazi phenomenon in several ways. Nazism was born out
of World War I, the hated treaty that ended it, and the disillusioned ex-soldiers who
emerged from it. Furthermore, the celebration of war as a means of ennobling humanity and enabling the rise of superior peoples was at the core of Nazi ideology.“Whoever would live must fight,” Hitler declared.“Only in force lies the right of possession.”
He consistently stressed the importance for Germany of gaining lebensraum (living
space) in the east, in the lands of Slavic Poland and Russia. Inevitably, this required
war (see Document 21.2, pp. 1012–15).
Slowly at first and then more aggressively, Hitler prepared the country for war
and pursued territorial expansion.A major rearmament program began in 1935.The
next year, German forces entered the Rhineland, which the Treaty of Versailles had
declared demilitarized. In 1938, Germany annexed Austria and the German-speaking
parts of Czechoslovakia.At a famous conference in Munich in that year, the British
and the French gave these actions their reluctant blessing, hoping that this “appeasement” of Hitler could satisfy his demands and avoid all-out war. But it did not. In
the following year, 1939, Germany unleashed a devastating attack on Poland, an action
that triggered the Second World War in Europe, as Britain and France declared war
on Germany. Quickly defeating France, the Germans launched a destructive air war
against Britain and in 1941 turned their war machine loose on the Soviet Union. By
then, most of Europe was under Nazi control (see Map 21.5).
Although Germany was central to both world wars, the second one was quite
different from the first. It was not welcomed with the kind of mass enthusiasm that

999

part 6 / the most recent century, 1914–2010

1000

Axis powers and their allies

0

Axis-held, early November 1942

0

Allied powers and their allies
Neutral nations
Greater Germany, 1942
Axis offensives

ic S

ea

Besieged
Aug. 21, 1942–Jan. 31, 1943

Do
n R.

t ic
r ia
Ad

Monte !
(It.)
Cassino
Salerno
May 1944
Sept. 1943

Meeting of Roosevelt, Churchill, and Stalin,
Nov.–Dec. 1943

1

Au
g. 1
944

IRAN

41
19

Crete

Rhodes
(It.)

SYRIA
(Br.)

FRENCH NORTH AFRICA

LIBYA
(It.)

LEBANON

IRAQ

PALESTINE

El Alamein
Oct.–Nov. 1942
Nov. 1942

(Fr.)

(Fr.)

Cyprus

Mediterranean Sea

ALGERIA

World War II
in Europe
For a brief moment during
World War II, Nazi Germany
came close to bringing all of
Europe and much of the
Mediterranean basin under
its rule.

GREECE

(Gr.)

(Fr.)

Under Vichy government 1940–42,
joined Allies Nov. 1942

TURKEY

y
Ma

!Tunis
July 1943

TUNISIA

Tehran
!

ALBANIA

Sicily

Kasserine Pass
Feb. 1943

Black Sea

April 1941

Liberated
June 4, 1944

! Yalta

R.

BULGARIA

ea

S

Sardinia

ub e
Dan

YUGOSLAVIA

Rome !

Corsica

SPAIN

ROMANIA

Ca
s

Meeting of Roosevelt, Churchill, and Stalin,
Feb. 1945

a
Se

0
94

44
19

e1

De
c.

1
94
il 1

n
Ju

Stalingrad

Ukraine
BukovinaBessarabia

HUNGARY

SWITZ.

!

an
pi

Aug.

Slovakia

4

r
Ap

PO
RTU
GA
L

94

SP. MOROCCO

Map 21.5

Germans repulsed
Dec. 1941

Od

FRANCE

2

(Fr.)

Moscow
!

41
19
ne
Ju
43
. 19
Aug

Prussia

R.

LUX.

Liberated
Aug. 25, 1944

ITALY

MOROCCO

4
94

U S S R
Volg
a R.

Elb
eR
0
. ! Berlin
94
July 1944
y 1 Potsdam!
Warsaw !
London
a
M
!
er
5
POLAND
94
R
Dunkirk BELG.
1
l
.
i
June 1941
AprGERMANY
Mar. 1944
Paris!

VICHY
FRANCE

No
v. 19
4

Besieged
Sept. 1941–Jan. 1944

ne
Rhi

ATLANTIC
OCEAN

t. 1
Sep

LITHUANIA

Danzig
! East

NETH.

!

Battle of the Bulge
Dec. 16, 1944–
Jan. 31, 1945

B

DENMARK
Surrendered
May 8, 1945

Battle of Britain,
1940
Normandy invasion,
D-Day June 6, 1944

LATVIA

alt

North
Sea

GREAT
BRITAIN

Leningrad

ESTONIA

1940
April

N.
IRELAND
IRELAND

!

SWEDEN

Major battle

400 miles

400 kilometers

FINLAND

NORWAY

Allied offensives

200
200

EGYPT
(Br.)

(Br.) TRANS-

Alexandria
!

JORDAN
(Br.)

SAUDI
ARABIA

had accompanied the opening of World War I in 1914.The bitter experience of the
Great War suggested to most people that only suffering lay ahead.The conduct of the
two wars likewise differed.The first war had quickly bogged down in trench warfare
that emphasized defense, whereas in the second war the German tactic of blitzkrieg
(lightning war) coordinated the rapid movement of infantry, tanks, and airpower over
very large areas.
Such military tactics were initially successful and allowed German forces, aided
by their Italian allies, to sweep over Europe, the western Soviet Union, and North
Africa.The tide began to turn in 1942 when the Soviet Union absorbed the German
onslaught and then began to counterattack, slowly and painfully moving westward
toward the German heartland. The United States, with its enormous material and
human resources, fully joined the struggle against Germany in 1942.Three more years
of bitter fighting ensued before the German defeat in May 1945.
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The Outcomes of Global Conflict
The Second World War was the most destructive conflict in world history, with total
deaths estimated at around 60 million, some six times the deaths in World War I. More
than half of those casualties were civilians. Partly responsible for this horrendous toll
were the new technologies of warfare — heavy bombers, jet fighters, missiles, and
atomic weapons. Equally significant, though, was the almost complete blurring of
the traditional line between civilian and military targets, as entire cities and whole
populations came to be defined as the enemy.
Nowhere was that blurring more complete than in the Soviet Union, which
accounted for more than 40 percent of the total deaths in the war—probably around
25 million, with an equal number made homeless and thousands of towns, villages,
and industrial enterprises destroyed. German actions fulfilled Hitler’s instructions to
his leading generals:“The war against Russia will be such that it cannot be conducted
in a knightly fashion; the struggle is one of ideologies and racial differences and will
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Hiroshima
The dropping of atomic
bombs on Hiroshima
(August 6, 1945) and a few
days later on Nagasaki
marked the end of World
War II in the Pacific and the
opening of a nuclear arms
race that cast an enormous
shadow on the world ever
since. In this photograph
from an utterly devastated
Hiroshima, a group of survivors waits for help in the
southern part of the city a
few hours after the bomb
was dropped. (AP Images/
Wide World Photos)

have to be conducted with unprecedented, unmerciful, and unrelenting harshness....
German soldiers guilty of breaking international law... will be excused.”12
In China as well, perhaps 15 million deaths and uncounted refugees grew out of
prolonged Chinese resistance and the shattering Japanese response, including the killing of every person and every animal in many villages. During the infamous Rape of
Nanjing in 1937–1938, some 200,000 to 300,000 Chinese civilians were killed and
often mutilated within a few months, and countless women were sexually assaulted.
Indiscriminate German bombing of British cities and the Allied firebombing of
Japanese and German cities likewise reflected the new morality of total war, as did
the dropping of atomic bombs on Hiroshima and Nagasaki, which in a single instant
vaporized tens of thousands of people.This was total war with a scale, intensity, and
indiscriminate brutality that exceeded even the horrors of World War I.
A further dimension of total war lay in governments’ efforts to mobilize their
economies, their people, and their propaganda machines even more extensively than
before. Colonial resources were harnessed once again.The British in particular made
extensive use of colonial troops and laborers from India and Africa. Japan compelled
several hundred thousand women from Korea, China, and elsewhere to serve the
sexual needs of Japanese troops as “comfort women,” who often accommodated
twenty to thirty men a day.
Everywhere, the needs of the war drew large numbers of women into both industry and the military, although in Britain and the United States this was regarded as
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a temporary necessity. In the United States, “Rosie the Riveter” represented those
women who now took on heavy industrial jobs, which previously had been reserved
for men. In the USSR, women constituted more than half of the workforce by 1945.
A much smaller percentage of Japanese women were mobilized for factory work,
but a Greater Japan Women’s Society enrolled some 19 million members, who did
volunteer work and promised to lay aside their gold jewelry and abandon extravagant weddings.As always, war heightened the prestige of masculinity, and given the
immense sacrifices that men had made, few women were inclined to directly challenge the practices of patriarchy immediately following the war.
Among the most haunting outcomes of the war was the Holocaust. The outbreak of that war closed off certain possibilities, such as forced emigration, for
implementing the Nazi dream of ridding Germany of its Jewish population. It also
brought millions of additional Jews in Poland and Russia under German control
and triggered among Hitler’s enthusiastic subordinates various schemes for a “final
solution” to the Jewish question. From this emerged the death camps that included
Auschwitz, Dachau, and Bergen-Belsen. Altogether, some 6 million Jews perished
in a technologically sophisticated form of mass murder that set a new standard for
human depravity. Millions more whom the Nazis deemed inferior, undesirable, or
dangerous — Russians, Poles, and other Slavs; Gypsies, or the Roma; mentally or
physically handicapped people; homosexuals; communists; and Jehovah’s Witnesses—
likewise perished in Germany’s efforts at racial purification.
Although the Holocaust was concentrated in Germany, its significance in
twentieth-century world history has been huge. It has haunted postwar Germany in
particular and the Western world in general. How could such a thing have occurred
in a Europe bearing the legacy of both Christianity and the Enlightenment? More
specifically, it sent many of Europe’s remaining Jews fleeing to Israel and gave urgency
to the establishment of a modern Jewish nation in the ancient Jewish homeland.That
action outraged many Arabs, some of whom were displaced by the arrival of the Jews,
and has fostered an enduring conflict in the Middle East. Furthermore, the Holocaust defined a new category of crimes against humanity—genocide, the attempted
elimination of entire peoples. Universal condemnation of the Holocaust, however,
did not end the practice, as cases of mass slaughter in Cambodia, Rwanda, Bosnia, and
the Sudan have demonstrated.
On an even larger scale than World War I, this second global conflict rearranged
the architecture of world politics. As the war ended, Europe was impoverished, its
industrial infrastructure shattered, many of its great cities in ruins, and millions of its
people homeless or displaced.Within a few years, this much-weakened Europe was
effectively divided, with its western half operating under an American umbrella and
the eastern half subject to Soviet control. It was clear that Europe’s dominance in
world affairs was finished.
Over the next two decades, Europe’s greatly diminished role in the world registered internationally as its Asian and African colonies achieved independence. Not
only had the war weakened both the will and the ability of European powers to
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hold onto their colonies, but it had also emboldened nationalist and anticolonial
movements everywhere (see Chapter 23). Japanese victories in Southeast Asia had
certainly damaged European prestige, for British, Dutch, and American military forces
fell to Japanese conquerors, sometimes in a matter of weeks. Japanese authorities staged
long and brutal marches of Western prisoners of war, partly to drive home to local
people that the era of Western domination was over. Furthermore, tens of thousands of Africans had fought for the British or the French, had seen white people die,
had enjoyed the company of white women, and had returned home with very different ideas about white superiority and the permanence of colonial rule. Colonial
subjects everywhere were very much aware that U.S. president Franklin Roosevelt
and British prime minister Winston Churchill had solemnly declared in 1941 that “we
respect the right of all peoples to choose the form of government under which they
will live.” Many asked whether those principles should not apply to people in the
colonial world as well as to Europeans.
A further outcome of World War II lay in the consolidation and extension of the
communist world.The Soviet victory over the Nazis, though bought at an unimaginable cost in blood and treasure, gave immense credibility to that communist regime
and to its leader, Joseph Stalin. In the decades that followed, Soviet authorities nurtured a virtual cult of the war: memorials were everywhere; wedding parties made
pilgrimages to them, and brides left their bouquets behind; May 9,Victory Day, saw
elaborately orchestrated celebrations; veterans were honored and granted modest
privileges. Furthermore, communist parties, largely dominated by the Soviet Union
and supported by its armed forces, took power all across Eastern Europe, pushing the
communist frontier deep into the European heartland. Even more important was a
communist takeover in China in 1949.The Second World War allowed the Chinese
Communist Party to gain support and credibility by leading the struggle against Japan.
By 1950, the communist world seemed to many in the West very much on the offensive (see Chapter 22).
The horrors of two world wars within a single generation prompted a renewed
interest in international efforts to maintain the peace in a world of competing and
sovereign states. The chief outcome was the United Nations (UN), established in
1945 as a successor to the moribund League of Nations. As a political body dependent on agreement among its most powerful members, the UN proved more effective
as a forum for international opinion than as a means of resolving the major conflicts
of the postwar world, particularly the Soviet/American hostility during the cold war
decades. Further evidence for a growing internationalism lay in the creation in late
1945 of the World Bank and International Monetary Fund, whose purpose was to
regulate the global economy, prevent another depression, and stimulate economic
growth, especially in the poorer nations.
What these initiatives shared was the dominant presence of the United States.
Unlike the aftermath of World War I, when an isolationist United States substantially
withdrew from world affairs, the half century following the end of World War II
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witnessed the emergence of the United States as a global superpower.This was one of
the major outcomes of the Second World War and a chief reason for the remarkable
recovery of a badly damaged and discredited Western civilization.

The Recovery of Europe
The tragedies that afflicted Europe in the first half of the twentieth century —
fratricidal war, economic collapse, the Holocaust—were wholly self-inflicted, and
yet despite the sorry and desperate state of heartland Europe in 1945, that civilization
had not permanently collapsed. In the twentieth century’s second half, Europeans
rebuilt their industrial economies and revived their democratic political systems, while
the United States, a European offshoot, assumed a dominant and often dominating
role both within Western civilization and in the world at large.
Three factors help to explain this astonishing recovery. One is the apparent
resiliency of an industrial society, once it has been established.The knowledge, skills,
and habits of mind that enabled industrial societies to operate effectively remained
intact, even if the physical infrastructure had been largely destroyed.Thus even the
most terribly damaged countries—Germany, the Soviet Union, and Japan—had substantially recovered, both economically and demographically, within a quarter of a
century.A second factor lay in the ability of the major Western European countries
to integrate their recovering economies.After centuries of military conflict climaxed
by the horrors of the two world wars, the major Western European powers were at
last willing to put aside some of their prickly nationalism in return for enduring peace
and common prosperity.
Perhaps most important, Europe had long ago spawned an overseas extension of
its own civilization in what became the United States. In the twentieth century, that
country served as a reservoir of military manpower, economic resources, and political leadership for the West as a whole. By 1945, the center of gravity within Western
civilization had shifted decisively, relocated now across the Atlantic. With Europe
diminished, divided, and on the defensive against the communist threat, leadership
of the Western world passed, almost by default, to the United States. It was the only
major country physically untouched by the war. Its economy had demonstrated enormous productivity during that struggle and by 1945 was generating fully 50 percent
of total world production. Its overall military strength was unmatched, and it was
in sole possession of the atomic bomb, the most powerful weapon ever constructed.
Thus the United States became the new heartland of the West as well as a global superpower. In 1941, the publisher Henry Luce had proclaimed the twentieth century as
“the American century.” As the Second World War ended, that prediction seemed
to be coming true.
An early indication of the United States’ intention to exercise global leadership
took shape in its efforts to rebuild and reshape shattered European economies. Known
as the Marshall Plan, that effort funneled into Europe some $12 billion, at the time a

■ Change
How was Europe able to
recover from the
devastation of war?
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very large amount, together with numerous advisers and technicians. It was motivated
by some combination of genuine humanitarian concern, a desire to prevent a new
depression by creating overseas customers for American industrial goods, and an interest in undermining the growing appeal of European communist parties.This economic recovery plan was successful beyond anyone’s expectations. Between 1948 and
the early 1970s,Western European economies grew rapidly, generating a widespread
prosperity and improving living standards; at the same time, Western Europe became both a major customer for American goods and a major competitor in global
markets.
The Marshall Plan also required its European recipients to cooperate with one
another.After decades of conflict and destruction almost beyond description, many
Europeans were eager to do so.That process began in 1951 when Italy, France,West
Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, and Luxembourg created the European Coal
and Steel Community to jointly manage the production of these critical items. In
1957, these six countries deepened their level of cooperation by establishing the
European Economic Community (EEC), more widely known as the Common
Market, whose members reduced their tariffs and developed common trade policies.
Over the next half century, the EEC expanded its membership to include almost all
of Europe, including many former communist states. In 1994, the EEC was renamed
the European Union, and in 2002 twelve of its members adopted a common currency, the euro (see Map 21.6). All of this sustained Europe’s remarkable economic
recovery and expressed a larger European identity, although it certainly did not erase
deeply rooted national loyalties. Nor did it lead, as some had hoped, to a political
union, a United States of Europe.
Beyond economic assistance, the American commitment to Europe soon came
to include political and military security against the distant possibility of renewed
German aggression and the more immediate communist threat from the Soviet
Union. Without that security, economic recovery was unlikely to continue. Thus
was born the military and political alliance known as the North Atlantic Treaty
Organization (NATO) in 1949. It committed the United States and its nuclear arsenal to the defense of Europe against the Soviet Union, and it firmly anchored West
Germany within the Western alliance.Thus, as Western Europe revived economically,
it did so under the umbrella of U.S. political and military leadership, which Europeans generally welcomed. It was perhaps an imperial relationship, but to historian
John Gaddis, it was “an empire by invitation” rather than by imposition.13
A parallel process in Japan, which was under American occupation between
1945 and 1952, likewise revived that country’s devastated but already industrialized
economy. In the two decades following the occupation, Japan’s economy grew at
the remarkable rate of 10 percent a year, and the nation became an economic giant
on the world stage.This “economic miracle” received a substantial boost from some
$2 billion in American aid during the occupation and even more from U.S. military
purchases in Japan during the Korean War (1950–1953). Furthermore, the democratic
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constitution imposed on Japan by American occupation authorities required that
“land, sea, and air forces, as well as other war potential, will never be maintained.”
This meant that Japan, even more so than Europe, depended on the United States for
its military security. Because it spent only about 1 percent of its gross national product on defense, more was available for productive investment.
The Western world had changed dramatically during the twentieth century. It
began that century with its European heartland clearly the dominant imperial center
of a global network.That civilization substantially self-destructed in the first half of
the century, but it revived during the second half in a changed form—without its
Afro-Asian colonies and with a new and powerful core in the United States.Accompanying this process and intersecting with it was another major theme of twentiethcentury world history—the rise and fall of world communism, which is the focus
of the next chapter.
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Map 21.6 The Growth of
European Integration
Gradually during the second
half of the twentieth century,
Europeans put aside their
bitter rivalries and entered
into various forms of economic cooperation with one
another, although these
efforts fell short of complete
political union. This map
illustrates the growth of
what is now called the
European Union (EU). Notice
the eastward expansion of
the EU following the collapse of communism in
Eastern Europe and the
Soviet Union.
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Reflections: War and Remembrance:
Learning from History
When asked about the value of studying history, most students respond with some
version of the Spanish-born philosopher George Santayana’s famous dictum:“Those
who cannot remember the past are condemned to repeat it.”At one level, this notion
of learning from the “lessons of history” has much to recommend it, for there is,
after all, little else except the past on which we can base our actions in the present.And
yet historians in general are notably cautious about drawing particular lessons from
the past and applying them to present circumstances.
For one thing, the historical record, like the Bible or any other sacred text, is
sufficiently rich and complex to allow many people to draw quite different lessons
from it.The world wars of the twentieth century represent a case in point, as writer
Adam Gopnik has pointed out:
The First World War teaches that territorial compromise is better than full-scale
war, that an “honor-bound” allegiance of the great powers to small nations is a
recipe for mass killing, and that it is crazy to let the blind mechanism of armies
and alliances trump common sense. The Second teaches that searching for an
accommodation with tyranny by selling out small nations only encourages the
tyrant, that refusing to fight now leads to a worse fight later on. ... The First teaches
us never to rush into a fight, the Second never to back down from a bully.14

Did the lessons of the First World War lead Americans to ignore the rise of fascism
until the country was directly threatened by Japanese attack? Did the lessons of
World War II contribute to unnecessary wars in Vietnam and more recently in Iraq?
There are no easy answers to such questions, for the lessons of history are many,
varied, and changing.
Behind any such lesson is the common assumption that history repeats itself.
This too is a notion to which historians bring considerable skepticism. They are
generally more impressed with the complexity and particularity of major events such
as wars rather than with their common features. Here is a further basis for caution
in easily drawing lessons from the past.
But the wars of the past century perhaps share one broad similarity: all of them
led to unexpected consequences. Few people expected the duration and carnage of
World War I.The Holocaust was literally unimaginable when Hitler took power in
1933 or even at the outbreak of the Second World War in 1939. Who would have
expected an American defeat at the hands of the Vietnamese? And the invasion of Iraq
in 2003 generated a long list of surprises for the United States, including the absence
of weapons of mass destruction and a prolonged insurgency. History repeats itself
most certainly only in its unexpectedness.
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Second Thoughts
What’s the Significance?
World War I
Treaty of Versailles
Woodrow Wilson/Fourteen
Points
Great Depression
New Deal

fascism
Mussolini
Nazi Germany/Hitler
Revolutionary Right ( Japan)
World War II in Asia
World War II in Europe

total war
Holocaust
Marshall Plan
European Economic
Community
NATO

To assess your mastery of the
material in this chapter, visit
the Student Center at
bedfordstmartins.com/strayer.

Big Picture Questions
1. What explains the disasters that befell Europe in the first half of the twentieth century?
2. In what ways were the world wars a motor for change in the history of the twentieth century?
3. To what extent were the two world wars distinct and different conflicts, and in what ways
were they related to each other? In particular, how did the First World War and its aftermath
lay the foundations for World War II?
4. In what ways did Europe’s internal conflicts between 1914 and 1945 have global implications?

Next Steps: For Further Study
Michael Burleigh, The Third Reich: A New History (2001). A fresh and thorough look at the Nazi
era in Germany’s history.
John Keegan, The Second World War (2005). A comprehensive account by a well-known scholar.
Bernd Martin, Japan and Germany in the Modern World (1995). A comparative study of these two
countries’ modern history and the relationship between them.
Mark Mazower, Dark Continent (2000). A history of Europe in the twentieth century that views the
era as a struggle among liberal democracy, fascism, and communism.
Michael S. Nieberg, Fighting the Great War: A Global History (2006). An exploration of the origins
and conduct of World War I.
Dietman Rothermund, The Global Impact of the Great Depression, 1929–1939 (1996). An examination
of the origins of the Depression in America and Europe and its impact in Asia, Africa, and Latin
America.
First World War.com, http://www.firstworldwar.com. A Web site rich with articles, documents,
photos, diaries, and more that illustrate the history of World War I.
“Nazi Rule,” http://www.ushmm.org/outreach/nrule.htm. A great Web site, sponsored by the U.S.
Holocaust Memorial Museum, for exploring various aspects of the Nazi experience.
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Documents

Considering the Evidence:
Ideologies of the Axis Powers

E

ven more than the Great War of 1914–1918, the Second World War was a
conflict of ideas and ideologies as well as a struggle of nations and armies.
Much of the world was immensely grateful that the defeat of Italy, Germany,
and Japan discredited the ideas that underlay those regimes.Yet students of
history need to examine these ideas, however repellant they may be, to understand the circumstances in which they arose and to assess their consequences.
Described variously as fascist, authoritarian, right-wing, or radically nationalist,
the ideologies of the Axis powers differed in tone and emphasis. But they shared
a repudiation of mainstream Western liberalism, born of the Enlightenment,
as well as an intense hatred of Marxist communism.The three documents that
follow provide an opportunity to define their common features and to distinguish among them.

Document 21.1

Mussolini on Fascism
In 1932, after ten years in power, the Italian fascist leader Benito Mussolini
wrote a short article for an Italian encyclopedia outlining the political and
social ideas that informed the regime that he headed. It was an effort to provide some philosophical coherence for the various measures and policies that
had characterized the first decade of his rule. (See pp. 988–90 for background
on Italian fascism.)
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■

To what ideas and historical circumstances is Mussolini reacting in this
document?

■

What is his criticism of pacifism, socialism, democracy, and liberalism?

■

How does Mussolini understand the state? What is its relationship to
individual citizens?

■

Why might these ideas have been attractive to many in Italy in the
1920s and 1930s?

considering the evidence / documents: ideologies of the axis powers
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Benito Mussolini

The Political and Social Doctrine of Fascism
1933

A

bove all, Fascism... believes neither in the possibility nor the utility of perpetual peace. It thus
repudiates the doctrine of Pacifism—born of a renunciation of the struggle and an act of cowardice
in the face of sacrifice. War alone brings up to its
highest tension all human energy and puts the stamp
of nobility upon the peoples who have the courage
to meet it....This anti-Pacifist spirit is carried by
Fascism even into the life of the individual;... it is
the education to combat, the acceptation of the risks
which combat implies, and a new way of life for
Italy.Thus the Fascist... conceives of life as duty and
struggle and conquest, life which should be high and
full, lived for oneself, but above all for others—
those who are at hand and those who are far distant,
contemporaries, and those who will come after....
Fascism repudiates any universal embrace, and
in order to live worthily in the community of civilized peoples watches its contemporaries with vigilant eyes....
Such a conception of Life makes Fascism the
complete opposite of ... Marxian Socialism, the materialist conception of history; according to which
the history of human civilization can be explained
simply through the conflict of interests among the
various social groups and by the change and development in the means and instruments of production....
Fascism, now and always, believes in holiness and in
heroism; that is to say, in actions influenced by no
economic motive, direct or indirect.... It follows that
the existence of an unchangeable and unchanging
class war is also denied.... And above all Fascism denies that class-war can be the preponderant force
in the transformation of society.... Fascism repudiates the conception of “economic” happiness, to
be realized by Socialism.... Fascism denies the validity of the equation, well-being !happiness, which

Source: Benito Mussolini, The Political and Social Doctrine
of Fascism, translated by Jane Soames (London: Leonard
and Virginia Woolf at the Hogarth Press, 1933).

would reduce men to the level of animals, caring
for one thing only—to be fat and well-fed and
would thus degrade humanity to a purely physical
existence.
After Socialism, Fascism combats the whole complex system of democratic ideology, and repudiates
it.... Fascism denies that the majority, by the simple
fact that it is a majority, can direct human society; it
denies that numbers alone can govern by means of
a periodical consultation, and it affirms the immutable, beneficial, and fruitful inequality of mankind,
which can never be permanently leveled through
the mere operation of a mechanical process such as
universal suffrage. The democratic regime may be
defined as from time to time giving the people the
illusion of sovereignty, while the real effective sovereignty lies in the hands of other concealed and
irresponsible forces....
The foundation of Fascism is the conception of
the State, its character, its duty, and its aim. Fascism
conceives of the State as an absolute, in comparison
with which all individuals or groups are relative, only
to be conceived of in their relation to the State....
[T]he Fascist State is itself conscious, and has itself
a will and a personality.... For us Fascists, the State is
not merely a guardian, preoccupied solely with the
duty of assuring the personal safety of the citizens;
nor is it an organization with purely material aims,
such as to guarantee a certain level of well-being and
peaceful conditions of life....The State, as conceived
of and as created by Fascism, is a spiritual and moral
fact in itself....The State is the guarantor of security, both internal and external, but it is also the custodian and transmitter of the spirit of the people, as
it has grown up through the centuries in language,
in customs and in faith.... [I]t represents the immanent spirit of the nation.... It is the State which
educates its citizens in civic virtue, gives them a
consciousness of their mission, and welds them into
unity.... It leads men from primitive tribal life to that
highest expression of human power which is Empire.
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[T]he Fascist State... is not reactionary, but revolutionary, in that it anticipates the solution of the
universal political problems which elsewhere have to
be settled in the political field by the rivalry of parties, the excessive power of the Parliamentary regime
and the irresponsibility of political assemblies; while
it meets the problems of the economic field by a
system of syndicalism°... and in the moral field enforces order, discipline, and obedience to that which
is the determined moral code of the country. Fascism desires the State to be a strong and organic body,
at the same time reposing upon broad and popular
support....The Fascist State organizes the nation, but
leaves a sufficient margin of liberty to the individual;
the latter is deprived of all useless and possibly harmful freedom, but retains what is essential; the deciding
power in this question cannot be the individual, but
the State alone.The Fascist State is not indifferent to
the fact of religion in general, or to that particular
°syndicalism: federations of trade unions under state
direction.

and positive faith which is Italian Catholicism.The
State professes no theology, but a morality, and in the
Fascist State religion is considered as one of the deepest manifestations of the spirit of man, thus it is not
only respected but defended and protected.
For Fascism the growth of Empire, that is to say
the expansion of the nation, is an essential manifestation of vitality, and its opposite a sign of decadence. Peoples which are rising, or rising again
after a period of decadence, are always imperialist;
any renunciation is a sign of decay and of death.
Fascism is the doctrine best adapted to represent
the tendencies and the aspirations of a people, like
the people of Italy, who are rising again after many
centuries of abasement and foreign servitude. But
Empire demands discipline, the coordination of all
forces and a deeply felt sense of duty and sacrifice:
this fact explains... the necessarily severe measures
which must be taken against those who would
oppose this spontaneous and inevitable movement
of Italy in the twentieth century... for never before
has the nation stood more in need of authority, of
direction, and of order.

Document 21.2

Hitler on Nazism
Unlike Mussolini, Adolph Hitler published his political views well before he
came to power. Born in Austria, Hitler absorbed a radical form of German
nationalism, which he retained as a profoundly disillusioned veteran of World
War I. In 1919, he joined a very small extremist group called the German Workers Party, where he rose quickly to a dominant role based on his powerful oratorical abilities. Inspired by Mussolini’s recent victory in Italy, Hitler launched
in 1923 an unsuccessful armed uprising in Munich for which he was arrested
and imprisoned. During his brief stay in prison (less than a year), he wrote Mein
Kampf (My Struggle), part autobiography and part an exposition of his political
and social philosophy. Armed with these ideas, Hitler assumed the leadership
of Germany in 1933 (see pp. 990–93).
■

What larger patterns in European thinking does Hitler’s book reflect
and what elements of European thought does he reject? Consider in
particular his use of social Darwinism, then an idea with wide
popularity in Europe.
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■

How does Hitler distinguish between Aryans and Jews? How does he
understand the role of race in human affairs?

■

What kind of political system does Hitler advocate?

■

What goals for Germany—both domestic and foreign—did Hitler set
forth in Mein Kampf ?

■

What aspects of Hitler’s thinking might have had wide appeal in
Germany during the 1930s?

■

How do you think Mussolini and Hitler might have responded to each
other’s ideas?
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Adolph Hitler

Mein Kampf (My Struggle)
1925‒1926
Nation and Race
There are some truths which are so obvious that for
this very reason they are not seen or at least not recognized by ordinary people.... Every animal mates
only with a member of the same species.... Any
crossing of two beings not at exactly the same level
produces a medium between the level of the two
parents.... Such mating is contrary to the will of Nature for a higher breeding of all life....The stronger
must dominate and not blend with the weaker, thus
sacrificing his own greatness. Only the born weakling can view this as cruel..., for if this law did not
prevail, any conceivable higher development of organic living beings would be unthinkable.
In the struggle for daily bread all those who are
weak and sickly or less determined succumb, while
the struggle of the males for the female grants the
right or opportunity to propagate only to the healthiest.... No more than Nature desires the mating of
weaker with stronger individuals, even less does she
desire the blending of a higher with a lower race,
since, if she did, her whole work of higher breeding,
over perhaps hundreds of thousands of years, might
be ruined with one blow.... All great cultures of the
Source: Adolph Hitler, Mein Kampf (originally published
1925–26).

past perished only because the originally creative race
died out from blood poisoning.
Those who want to live, let them fight, and those
who do not want to fight in this world of eternal
struggle do not deserve to live....
All the human culture, all the results of art, science, and technology that we see before us today,
are almost exclusively the creative product of the
Aryan.... [H]e alone was the founder of all higher
humanity, therefore representing the prototype of
all that we understand by the word “man.” He is the
Prometheus of mankind from whose bright forehead
the divine spark of genius has sprung at all times....
Exclude him, and perhaps after a few thousand years
darkness will again descend on the earth, human
culture will pass, and the world turn to a desert.
All who are not of good race in this world are
chaff.
The mightiest counterpart to the Aryan is represented by the Jew.... Since the Jew...was never in
possession of a culture of his own, the foundations of
his intellectual work were always provided by others. His intellect at all times developed through the
cultural world surrounding him....
He lacks completely the most essential requirement for a cultured people, the idealistic attitude.
In the Jewish people the will to self-sacrifice does
not go beyond the individual’s naked instinct of
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self-preservation.Their apparently great sense of solidarity is based on the very primitive herd instinct
that is seen in many other living creatures in this
world.... [T]he Jew is led by nothing but the naked
egoism of the individual.
With satanic joy in his face, the black-haired
Jewish youth lurks in wait for the unsuspecting girl
whom he defiles with his blood, thus stealing her
from her people.With every means he tries to destroy the racial foundations of the people he has set
out to subjugate.... And so he tries systematically to
lower the racial level by a continuous poisoning of
individuals.And in politics he begins to replace the
idea of democracy by the dictatorship of the proletariat. In the organized mass of Marxism he has found
the weapon which lets him... subjugate and govern
the peoples with a dictatorial and brutal fist.
In economics he undermines the states until the
social enterprises which have become unprofitable
are taken from the state and subjected to his financial
control.
In the political field he refuses the state the
means for its self-preservation, destroys the foundations of all national self-maintenance and defense,
destroys faith in the leadership, scoffs at its history
and past, and drags everything that is truly great into
the gutter.
Culturally he contaminates art, literature, the theater, makes a mockery of natural feeling, overthrows
all concepts of beauty and sublimity, of the noble
and the good, and instead drags men down into the
sphere of his own base nature. Religion is ridiculed,
ethics and morality represented as outmoded, until
the last props of a nation in its struggle for existence
in this world have fallen.
If we pass all the causes of the German collapse
[defeat in World War I] in review, the ultimate and
most decisive remains the failure to recognize the
racial problem and especially the Jewish menace....
The lost purity of the blood alone destroys inner
happiness forever, plunges man into the abyss for all
time, and the consequences can never more be eliminated from body and spirit.... All really significant
symptoms of decay of the pre-War period can in the
last analysis be reduced to racial causes.

The State
The State is only a means to an end.... Above all,
it must preserve the existence of the race....We, as
Aryans, can consider the State only as the living
organism of a people, an organism which does not
merely maintain the existence of a people, but functions in such a way as to lead its people to a position
of supreme liberty by the progressive development
of the intellectual and cultural faculties.
We National Socialists know that in holding these
views we take up a revolutionary stand in the world
of today and that we are branded as revolutionaries....
As a State the German Reich shall include all
Germans. Its task is not only to gather in and foster the most valuable sections of our people but to
lead them slowly and surely to a dominant position
in the world.... It will be the task of the People’s
State to make the race the centre of the life of the
community. It must make sure that the purity of the
racial strain will be preserved....Those who are physically and mentally unhealthy and unfit must not perpetuate their own suffering in the bodies of their
children....
One thing is certain: our world is facing a great
revolution. The only question is whether the outcome will be propitious for the Aryan portion of
mankind or whether the everlasting Jew will profit
by it. By educating the young generation along the
right lines, the People’s State will have to see to it
that a generation of mankind is formed which will
be adequate to this supreme combat that will decide
the destinies of the world....
[T]he People’s State must mercilessly expurgate...
the parliamentarian principle, according to which
decisive power through the majority vote is invested
in the multitude. Personal responsibility must be substituted in its stead....The best constitution and the
best form of government is that which makes it quite
natural for the best brains to reach a position of dominant importance and influence in the community....
Genius of an extraordinary stamp is not to be judged
by normal standards whereby we judge other men.
There are no decisions made by the majority
vote, but only by responsible persons.And the word
“council” is once more restored to its original mean-
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ing. Every man in a position of responsibility will
have councilors at his side, but the decision is made
by that individual person alone....
[T]he principle of parliamentarian democracy,
whereby decisions are enacted through the majority vote, has not always ruled the world. On the contrary, we find it prevalent only during short periods
of history, and those have always been periods of
decline in nations and States....
Eastern Orientation or Eastern Policy
[W]e National Socialists must hold unflinchingly
to our aim in foreign policy, namely, to secure for the
German people the land and soil to which they are
entitled on this earth.... If we speak of soil in Europe
today, we can primarily have in mind only Russia
and her vassal border states....
The National Socialist movement must strive to
eliminate the disproportion between our population

1015

and our area—viewing this latter as a source of food
as well as a basis for power politics—between our
historical past and the hopelessness of our present
impotence. And in this it must remain aware that
we, as guardians of the highest humanity on this
earth, are bound by the highest obligation, and the
more it strives to bring the German people to racial
awareness..., the more it will be able to meet this
obligation....
State boundaries are made by man and changed
by man.... And in this case, right lies in this strength
alone.... Just as our ancestors did not receive the
soil on which we live today as a gift from Heaven,
but had to fight for it at the risk of their lives, in the
future no folkish grace will win soil for us... but only
the might of a victorious sword....
Never forget that the most sacred right on this
earth is a man’s right to have earth to till with his
own hands, and the most sacred sacrifice the blood
that a man sheds for this earth.

Document 21.3

The Japanese Way
In the Japanese language the word kokutai is an evocative term that refers to
the national essence or the fundamental character of the Japanese nation and
people. Drawing both on long-established understandings and on recently
developed nationalist ideas, the Ministry of Education in 1937 published a
small volume, widely distributed in schools and homes throughout the country, entitled the Kokutai No Hongi (Cardinal Principles of the National Entity of
Japan). That text, excerpted in Document 21.3, defined the uniqueness of
Japan and articulated the philosophical foundation of its authoritarian regime.
(See pp. 993–96 for the background to this document.) When the Americans
occupied a defeated and devastated Japan in 1945, they forbade the further distribution of the book.
■

According to Cardinal Principles, what was kokutai? How did the document
define the national essence of Japan? How did its authors compare
Japan to the West?

■

What was the ideal role of the individual in Japanese society?

■

What were the major tasks confronting Japan in the 1930s, according to
the document?
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■

How might this document have been used to justify Japan’s military
and territorial expansion?

■

Why do you think the American occupation authorities banned the
document?

■

What aspects of this document might Hitler have viewed with sympathy,
and what parts of it might he have found distasteful or offensive?

Cardinal Principles of the National Entity of Japan
1937

T

he various ideological and social evils of presentday Japan are the result of ignoring the fundamental and running after the trivial, of lack of
judgment, and a failure to digest things thoroughly;
and this is due to the fact that since the days of Meiji
so many aspects of European and American culture,
systems, and learning, have been imported, and that,
too rapidly.As a matter of fact, the foreign ideologies
imported into our country are in the main ideologies of the [European] Enlightenment that have
come down from the eighteenth century, or extensions of them. The views of the world and of life
that form the basis of these ideologies... lay the highest value on, and assert the liberty and equality of,
individuals....
We have already witnessed the boundless Imperial virtues.Wherever this Imperial virtue of compassion radiates, the Way for the subjects naturally
becomes clear.The Way of the subjects exists where
the entire nation serves the Emperor united in
mind. . . .That is, we by nature serve the Emperor
and walk the Way of the Empire....
We subjects are intrinsically quite different from
the so-called citizens of the Occidental countries....
When citizens who are conglomerations of separate individuals independent of each other give support to a ruler,... there exists no deep foundation
between ruler and citizen to unite them. However,
the relationship between the Emperor and his subSource: J. O. Gauntlett, trans., and R. K. Hall, ed.,
Kokutai No Hongi (Cardinal Principles of the National
Entity of Japan) (Cambridge: Harvard University Press,
1949), 53–183.

jects arises from the same fountainhead, and has prospered ever since the founding of the nation as one
in essence....
Our country is established with the Emperor....
For this reason, to serve the Emperor and to receive
the Emperor’s great august Will as one’s own is the
rationale of making our historical “life” live in the
present....
Loyalty means to reverence the Emperor as [our]
pivot and to follow him implicitly.... Hence, offering our lives for the sake of the Emperor does not
mean so-called self-sacrifice, but the casting aside of
our little selves to live under his august grace and the
enhancing of the genuine life of the people of a
State.... An individual is an existence belonging to
the State and her history, which forms the basis of his
origin, and is fundamentally one body with it....
We must sweep aside the corruption of the spirit
and the clouding of knowledge that arises from setting up one’s “self ” and from being taken up with
one’s “self ” and return to a pure and clear state of
mind that belongs intrinsically to us as subjects, and
thereby fathom the great principle loyalty....
Indeed, loyalty is our fundamental Way as subject,
and is the basis of our national morality. Through
loyalty are we become Japanese subjects; in loyalty do
we obtain life and herein do we find the source of
all morality....
In our country filial piety is a Way of the highest
importance. Filial piety originates with one’s family
as its basis, and in its larger sense has the nation for
its foundation....
Our country is a great family nation, and the
Imperial Household is the head family of the sub-
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jects and the nucleus of national life. The subjects
revere the Imperial Household, which is the head
family, with the tender esteem they have for their
ancestors; and the Emperor loves his subjects as his
very own....
When we trace the marks of the facts of the
founding of our country and the progress of our
history, what we always find there is the spirit of
harmony....The spirit of harmony is built upon the
concord of all things. When people determinedly
count themselves as masters and assert their egos,
there is nothing but contradictions and the setting
of one against the other; and harmony is not
begotten. . . .That is, a society of individualism is
one of the clashes between [masses of ] people...
and all history may be looked upon as one of class
wars....
And this, this harmony is clearly seen in our
nation’s martial spirit. Our nation is one that holds
bushido° in high regard, and there are shrines deifying warlike spirits.... Bushido may be cited as showing an outstanding characteristic of our national
morality....That is to say, though a sense of obligation binds master and servant, this has developed in
a spirit of self-effacement and meeting death with
a perfect calmness. In this, it was not that death was
made light of so much as that many tempered himself to death and in a true sense regarded it with
esteem. In effect, man tried to fulfill true life by the
way of death....
°bushido: the way of the warrior.
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To put it in a nutshell, while the strong points of
Occidental learning and concepts lie in their analytical and intellectual qualities, the characteristics of
Oriental learning and concepts lie in their intuitive
and aesthetic qualities.These are natural tendencies
that arise through racial and historical differences;
and when we compare them with our national spirits, concepts, or mode of living, we cannot help recognizing further great and fundamental differences.
Our nation has in the past imported, assimilated, and
sublimated Chinese and Indian ideologies, and has
therewith supported the Imperial Way, making possible the establishment of an original culture based
on her national polity....
Since the Meiji restoration our nation has adapted
the good elements of the advanced education seen
among European and American nations, and has exerted efforts to set up an educational system and materials for teaching.The nation has also assimilated
on a wide scale the scholarship of the West, not only
in the fields of natural science, but of the mental sciences, and has thus striven to see progress made in
our scholastic pursuits and to make education more
popular....
However, at the same time, through the infiltration of individualistic concepts, both scholastic pursuits and education have tended to be taken up with
a world in which the intellect alone mattered....
In order to correct these tendencies, the only
course open to us is to clarify the true nature of our
national polity, which is at the very source of our
education, and to strive to clear up individualistic
and abstract ideas.

Using the Evidence:
Ideologies of the Axis Powers
1. Making comparisons: What similar emphases can you find in these
three documents? What differences can you identify? Consider especially
the relationship of individuals and the state.
2. Criticizing the West: In what ways did Mussolini, Hitler, and the
authors of Cardinal Principles find fault with mainstream Western societies
and their political and social values?
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3. Considering ideas and circumstances: From what concrete conditions
did the ideas expressed in these documents arise? Why did they achieve
such widespread popularity? You might even consider using these documents to make the case in favor of fascist or authoritarian government
from the viewpoint of the 1930s.
4. Considering ideas and action: To what extent did the ideas articulated
in these documents find expression in particular actions or policies of
political authorities?
5. Noticing continuity and change: To what extent were the ideas in these
documents new and revolutionary? In what respects did they draw on longstanding traditions in their societies? In what ways did they embrace modern life and what aspects of it did they reject? Have these ideas been completely discredited or do they retain some resonance in contemporary
political discourse?

Visual Sources

Considering the Evidence:
Propaganda and Critique in World War I

M

ore than any other conflict before it,World War I was represented visually and publically in many ways. Newspapers competed to print the
most sensational pictures, many taken by soldiers themselves using handheld
cameras.The war also offered a highly popular theme for the new technology
of cinema and the emerging motion picture industry. One of the most pervasive uses of art and artists involved the prolific creation, under government auspices, of posters designed to generate public support for the war. Independent
artists, many of whom participated in the war, tried to depict its horror and
devastation, both during the conflict and after it finally ended.The first three
visual sources illustrate the official propaganda dimension of the war’s representation, while the final two provide examples of how that enormous conflict and its outcomes were subjected to artistic scrutiny.
The “total” character of World War I ensured that women would be mobilized for the struggle in many ways. In Russia, after the revolution of early
1917, a number of all-female combat units were created to shame or inspire the
war-weary male soldiers into greater action. Some British women even presented men not in uniform with a white feather, symbolizing cowardice, to encourage them to enlist. More widely, women were recruited into war-related
industries to replace the men who were away fighting, as the British poster on
page 982 indicates.American women were strongly encouraged to save food,
especially wheat, to support the war effort. Posters also gave the great struggle
a feminine face.Visual Source 21.1 is a 1917 U.S. poster meant to encourage
people to buy Liberty Bonds, which raised money for the war effort and demonstrated the buyer’s patriotism.
■

How would you describe the posture of the woman in this poster?
What image of a woman does it seek to convey?

■

What message does the backdrop of the poster communicate? Notice
the church and city in flames.

■

In appealing for sacrifice or public support in time of war, why might a
feminine image be more effective than a masculine image?

■

Compare this poster with the British one shown on page 982 in this
chapter.What different message about the role of women does this image
convey? To what kind of audience did each of these posters appeal?
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Visual Source 21.1 Women and the War (Library of Congress, LC-USZCA-9462)

Among the chief uses of wartime propaganda posters was to portray the
enemy in the most despicable terms. German posters, for example, often
depicted the country’s enemies as animals or misbehaving children, suggesting that they were something less than fully human. They usually showed
Russians as alcoholics.Visual Source 21.2 is a French poster from around 1915.
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It pictures Germany as Thor, an ancient pagan Germanic god of thunder, who
had been turned into a demonic figure as Christianity took hold in Europe.
The caption at the top of the image reads: “The god Thor—the most barbaric of the barbarian divinities of old Germany.”
■

What does the poster convey by presenting Germany as Thor?

■

Note the Prussian imperial eagle standing on a bomb.What impression
of German goals does that convey?

■

How do you understand the religious imagery of this French print?
Notice Thor preparing to destroy a church with his hammer as well as
the broken cross between his feet at the bottom.

■

To whom do you think such images were directed and for what
purpose?

A distinctive feature of World War I was the extensive use of troops drawn
from the colonies of the contending powers. Many thousands of African and
Asian men took part in that struggle, both in their homelands and in Europe.
The French, for example, were initially reluctant to employ colonial troops, fearing to arm black men and perhaps uncertain of their loyalty. But the desperate
need for manpower finally overcame these reservations, and France recruited
large numbers of men from its North and West African colonies as well as from
Southeast Asia. Some 71,000 French colonial soldiers died in the war.Visual
Source 21.3 shows a French wartime poster; the French translates as “Day of
the African Army and Colonial Troops.”
■

What image of African soldiers does the poster suggest? How might
this image be at variance with that of earlier European stereotypes of
their African subjects?

■

What is conveyed by the juxtaposition of an African soldier and his
French counterpart fighting together?

■

Why might the French have set aside a special day to honor colonial
troops?

■

How might the experience of fighting in Europe have affected the
outlook of a West African soldier?

The destructiveness of the Great War was almost beyond the imagination
of contemporary Europeans.Among its most notable and horrific features was
the long period of trench warfare, in which lines of entrenched men, often not
far apart, periodically went “over the top,” only to gain a few yards of bloody
ground before being thrown back with enormous causalities.Visual Source 21.4
shows a particular instance of this process by the British painter John Nash
(1893–1977), who was an official war artist. Nash was also part of an eightyman British unit that was sent over the top in late 1917 and one of only twelve
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Visual Source 21.2 Defining the Enemy (The Art Archive)
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Visual Source 21.3 War and the Colonies (Private collection/Barbara Singer/The
Bridgeman Art Library
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survivors of that attack.Three months later he painted this haunting picture
from his memory of that experience.
■

What posture toward the war does this image convey? Do you think
Nash’s military superiors were pleased by the painting?

■

How does the painting portray the attitude of the soldiers?

■

What does war do to human beings? What answer to this question does
this image suggest?

■

How might you imagine the response of those who created the first
three images to John Nash and this portrayal of trench warfare?

Among the many outcomes of the Great War was the presence in every
European country of disillusioned, maimed, and disfigured veterans, many of
them literally “men without faces.” For some intellectuals and artists, they
represented the fundamentally flawed civilization that had given rise to such
carnage. Often neglected or overlooked, such men were reminders of a terrible
past that others wanted to forget.The German artist Otto Dix (1891–1969),
who served in his country’s military forces throughout the war and was seriously wounded, portrayed this situation in a 1920 painting called Prague Street
(Visual Source 21.5). In 1924, he joined with other artists to mount an exhibition entitled No More War. His antiwar activism later earned Dix the enmity
of the Hitler regime, which fired him from his academic position and destroyed
some of his paintings. Artistically, Dix worked in a style known as the “new
objectivity,” which focused heavily on the horrendous outcomes of the war.
It deliberately included subject matter that was upsetting and even ugly, and
it made little attempt to create a unified image, preferring to present disconnected “particles of experience.”
■

How does the painting describe the situation of the veterans?

■

On the left, the arm of a wealthy man drops a coin into the outstretched
hand of a maimed veteran, while on the right, a well-dressed woman in
a pink dress and high heels walks by with her dog.What do these features
add to the portrayal of the plight of the veterans?

■

Notice the leaflet on the skateboard of the legless cripple at the bottom.
It reads “Juden raus” ( Jews out).”What does this suggest about the political
views of these veterans? Keep in mind that Hitler, although not maimed,
was a disillusioned veteran of World War I, as were many of his early
followers.

■

What do the images in the store windows suggest?

■

What commentary does this painting make on German society after
the country’s defeat in World War I? How does it foreshadow what was
to come?

Visual Source 21.4 The Battlefield (Imperial War Museum, London/The Bridgeman Art Library)
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Visual Source 21.5 The Aftermath of War (Kunstmuseum-Stuttgart © 2010 Artist’s Rights Society (ARS),
New York/VG Bildkunst, Bonn)
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Using the Evidence:
Propaganda and Critique in World War I
1. Describing the war: Based on these visual sources, how would you
define the novel or distinctive features of World War I compared to earlier
European conflicts?
2. Considering war and progress: How do you think Otto Dix and John
Nash might have responded to the ideas of Condorcet contained in
Document 16.2, pages 752–54?
3. Images as propaganda and criticism: This selection of visual sources
contains a mix of those that express essentially government-sponsored
messages and those that convey the outlook of individual artists.What ideas
about the war did governments seek to inculcate in their citizens? How
do the paintings of John Nash and Otto Dix respond to those ideas?
4. Seeking further evidence: What other kinds of visual sources would be
useful in constructing a visual history of World War I?
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