What point is the cartoonist
trying to make in Source B?
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Activity

You are a journalist for a
neutral country reporting
on German reactions to the
Treaty of Versailles and
deciding whether it was
fair. Using the information
above write your article.
You should include:

® A headline on German

reactions.

* Why Germany resented
the terms of the Treaty.

° Was it a fair treaty?

German reactions

Germans were horrified when they discovered the terms of the

Treaty of Versailles.

They called the Treaty the ‘Diktat’, or

were upset for several reasons:

1 The territorial losses. Germans complained that the loss of
seven million subjects and 13.5% of her territo

harsh. In particular they resented the losses to Poland in the
east. Germany was now split in two by the Polish Corridor.

2 The Germans claimed that the Allies were tr
Germany with their high reparations claims.

The terms were worked out in secret and forced upon the Germans,

4 All of Germany’s colonies were taken away from her but the

Allies kept theirs.

5  The Germans hated having to accept full blame for the war.

6  Above all, Germans hated having to disarm because this left
the country defenceless against neighbouring states.

SouRcE B

A German cartoon,
1919. The Allies are
shown as devils
preparing to make
Germany sign the
Treaty.

Was the Treaty fair?

On the other hand people at the time and historians since have
argued that the Treaty was fair on Germany:

1 The Treaty did not weaken Germany anywhere near as much
as the Germans complained. B

was twice that of Britain.

1918 (see pp. 420-21).
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Changes 1921-29

The Turks hated the Treaty of Sevres, especially the occupation of
Turkey by foreign troops and the amount of land they had been
forced to give to the Greeks. In 1921 a nationalist leader, Mustapha
Kemal, overthrew the Sultan, the ruler of Turkey. He then led an
army which drove the Greeks out of Smyrna. In 1922 the Allies
agreed to renegotiate the peace settlement. This led to the Treaty
of Lausanne, in 1923. This treaty:

e Returned lands that Turkey had lost to Greece.
e Gave Turkey control of the Straits again.
e Ordered all foreign troops to leave.

Reparations

In 1922 Germany paid a small amount and then asked for a two-
year delay before the next instalment. The Allies refused and in
1923 the French invaded the Ruhr (see p. 340). This worsened
Germany’s economic problems and led to hyperinflation. Eventually
the French and Germans agreed to the Dawes Plan (see p. 344)
and the French withdrew their troops from the Ruhr. The Dawes
Plan scaled down the payments to 2500 million marks per year,
which was to be paid over a longer period. The USA would provide
800 million marks in gold in loans to Germany to help stabilise its
economy and develop its industry and trade.

Over the next five years, 1924-9, Germany began to prosper.
Resentment against the Treaty died down. In 1929 the Young Plan
(p. 344) further reduced the reparation payments to 2000 million
marks a year, extending them to 1969.

1 Which of the peace treaties do you think was the most severe?
Why?

2 Why was the Dawes Plan brought in?

3 What changes did the Dawes and Young Plans make to reparation
payments?

4  What do the changes of 1921-29 show us about the attitudes to
the Treaties of 1919-20? Were people beginning to accept that
they were too harsh?

Assessment of the Peace Treaties

There has been much disagreement then and since as to the effects
of the peace treaties. Some believe they led to the Second World
War. Others argue that the positive effects were greater than the
weaknesses.

Criticisms
1 The Treaties failed in Central Europe because:

e they created too many new states, such as Yugoslavia,
which contained unhappy minority nationalities.

e these new countries were not strong enough against
powerful neighbours such as Germany and Russia.




2 Turkey was treated very unfairly in order to satisfy the aims of ‘
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lust for conquest, is at an end, At an
end, too, is the German Empire. The
world looks forward from today to a
Jull generation of peace.

The Treaty is signed. Militarism,
with all its disciplined brutality and
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Questions
1  How useful is Source A as evidence of the effects of the Treaty of
Versailles? |
2 Read Sources C, D, E and F. In your own words, explain their
views on the peace treaties.
3 Overall, do you think the peace treaties were a failure?
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