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Option A: 19th Century topic
WHY DID BRITAIN AND GERMANY END UP FIGHTING EACH OTHER IN 1914?

Study the Background Information and the sources carefully, and then answer all the questions.
Background Information
Some historians agree that neither Britain nor Germany wanted to be at war with the other. However, in
August 1914 they were. How did this happen? It has been argued that Britain did not make it clear that
if Germany attacked France, Britain would come to France’s aid. Others have argued that Germany
was determined to dominate Europe at any cost.
Was it Germany or Britain that was to blame for war breaking out between them?

SOURCE A
The British were entirely unmoved by Serbia’s impending fate, and acted only in response to the
German violation of Belgian neutrality and the threat to France. More than a few people blame Sir
Edward Grey for Britain’s involvement. But, granted Germany’s determination to dominate Europe and
the likely consequences for Britain, would Grey have acted responsibly if he had taken no steps to
avert such an outcome?
Today, as in 1914, any judgement about the necessity for British entry must be influenced by an
assessment of the character of Kaiser William II’s empire. Dominance was its purpose, achieved by
peaceful means if possible, but by war if necessary. Moreover, throughout the July crisis the Germans,
like the Austrians, consistently lied about their intentions and actions. By contrast, whatever the
shortcomings of British conduct, the British government told the truth as it saw it, to both its allies and
its prospective enemies.
The British government is often accused of having a foreign policy that was impossible for others to
read between 1906 and 1914 and during the July crisis. While Britain made itself a party to the Triple
Entente, uncertainty persisted about whether it would join a European war. Its only sensible course in
the decade preceding the war, and indeed in July 1914, was to offer its allies goodwill and provisional
support, the scope and nature of which depended on events and exact circumstances. The failure of
this policy is self-evident; Britain’s tentative approach to European commitments, and especially to
the Entente, ended up involving it in history’s greatest conflict. It nonetheless seems hard to conceive
of any alternative policy which would have commanded political support in Britain, and persuaded
Germany that the risk of war was unacceptable.
From a history book published in 2013.
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SOURCE B
Important as the German violation of Belgium was, it did not cause the First World War. It may not even
have brought Britain into it until the German attack on Liège. By failing to develop a clear policy, Sir
Edward Grey missed his chance to scare Berlin into thinking that Britain might intervene until it was too
late for the Germans to pull Austria back from the brink. Grey’s misleading positive signals, including
his bizarre neutrality pledges of 1 August, left the Germans guessing until he finally sent Berlin an
ultimatum on 4 August. By pretending to be neutral, and yet clearly taking the Franco-Russian side,
by failing to notice Russia’s secret early mobilisation and yet denouncing Austria and Germany for
‘marching towards war’, Grey encouraged Russian and then French recklessness. Britain’s role in
unleashing the war was one born of blindness and blundering, not malice. We can say something
similar about Germany’s role, although with allowance for the much greater sin of invading Belgium.
Germany’s sin was not one of intending a world war - British hostility was the last thing anyone in Berlin
wanted - but of mishandling the diplomacy. The prevailing opinion in London was that Germany had
started the war. This argument is not supported by the evidence. France and Russia were far more
eager to fight than was Germany. Nor was the assault on Liège the cause of this error. Far from ‘willing
the war’, the Germans went into it kicking and screaming as the Austrian noose tightened round their
necks.
From a history book published in 2013.

SOURCE C
European crisis.
I hope that the conversations between Austria and Russia may lead to a satisfactory result. The
stumbling block has been Austrian mistrust of Serbian assurances, and Russian mistrust of Austrian
intentions. It has occurred to me whether it would be possible for those countries not involved in the
dispute to offer to Austria that they would undertake to see that it obtained its demands on Serbia
provided it did not threaten Serbian sovereignty.
I said to the German Ambassador that if Germany could get a reasonable proposal put forward that
made it clear that Germany and Austria were striving to preserve European peace, I would support it.
Russia and France would be unreasonable if they rejected this proposal, and then Britain would have
nothing more to do with the consequences. But if Germany did not make a reasonable proposal, and
France became involved, we would be drawn in.
A telegram from Sir Edward Grey, British Foreign Secretary, to the British
Ambassador in Berlin, 31 July 1914.

SOURCE D
For I no longer have any doubt that England, Russia and France have agreed among themselves—
knowing that our treaty obligations compel us to support Austria-Hungary—to use the Austro-Serb
conflict as a pretext for waging a war of annihilation against us. Our dilemma over keeping faith with
the honourable Emperor of Russia has been exploited to create a situation which gives England the
excuse it has been seeking to annihilate us with a false appearance of justice on the pretext that it is
helping France and maintaining the well-known Balance of Power in Europe. In other words England is
playing off all European states for her own benefit against us.
Marginal comments by William II on a telegram to him from the German
ambassador to Russia, 31 July 1914. The telegram stated that the Russian
government had said it could not reverse the mobilisation of its army.
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A British cartoon, July 1914.
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SOURCE F

A British postcard, 1914.
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SOURCE G

A British cartoon, 9 September 1914.
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SOURCE H
On my arrival in London I had the conviction that under no circumstances had we to fear a British attack,
but that under any circumstances England would protect the French. Looking back after two years, I
come to the conclusion that there was no place for me in a system that only tolerated representatives
who reported what their superiors wished to read. In spite of former mistakes, all might still have been
put right in July 1914. We should have sent a representative to convince the Russians that we did not
wish to strangle Serbia. Sazonov said to us, ‘Drop Austria and we will drop the French.’ We wanted
neither wars nor alliances; we wanted only treaties that would safeguard us and others.
As soon as I got back to Berlin I saw that I was to be blamed for the catastrophe for which our
Government was responsible by ignoring my advice and warnings. A report was circulated that
I had allowed myself to be deceived by Sir Edward Grey. We encouraged Austria to attack Serbia.
We rejected the British proposals of mediation. In view of these undeniable facts it is no wonder that
the whole civilised world outside Germany places the entire responsibility for the world war upon our
shoulders.
From a pamphlet written by Prince Lichnowsky in 1916. Lichnowsky was German
ambassador to Britain, 1912–14. Sazonov was in charge of Russian foreign
policy. The pamphlet circulated in Germany and was then published in the USA in
1917, leading to Lichnowsky’s expulsion from the Prussian House of Lords.
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Now answer all the following questions. You may use any of the sources to help you answer the
questions, in addition to those sources which you are told to use. In answering the questions you
should use your knowledge of the topic to help you interpret and evaluate the sources.

1

Study Sources A and B.
How far do these two sources agree? Explain your answer using details of the sources.

2

[7]

Study Sources C and D.
Does Source C make Source D surprising? Explain your answer using details of the sources and
your knowledge.
[8]

3

Study Sources E and F.
Are the opinions of the artists of these two sources the same? Explain your answer using details
of the sources and your knowledge.
[7]

4

Study Source G.
Why was this cartoon published in September 1914? Explain your answer using details of the
source and your knowledge.
[8]

5

Study Source H.
Do you trust this source? Explain your answer using details of the source and your knowledge. [8]

6

Study all the sources.
How far do these sources provide convincing evidence that Germany was to blame for Britain and
Germany being at war with each other? Use the sources to explain your answer.
[12]
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Option B: 20th Century topic
WHY DID THE SOVIET UNION INTERVENE IN HUNGARY IN 1956?

Study the Background Information and the sources carefully, and then answer all the questions.
Background Information
1956 was an eventful year. In February Khrushchev announced his policy of de-Stalinisation, in June
riots began in Poland and on 29 October fighting started along the Suez Canal. News of the riots in
Poland spread to Hungary where, on 23 October, people took to the streets demanding that Imre Nagy
replace the unpopular Ernő Gerő. Khrushchev agreed but riots continued. On 30 October the Soviets
decided to withdraw their troops. Nagy began to plan sharing power with non-Communist groups and
on 1 November announced that Hungary would leave the Warsaw Pact. On 1 November the Soviets
decided to invade Hungary.
Why did the Soviets decide to use force in November 1956? Was it simply to regain control over
Hungary, were they worried about unrest spreading to the rest of Eastern Europe, or did they act
because of events in Suez?
SOURCE A

A photograph taken in Budapest, October 1956.
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SOURCE B
The course of the events has shown that the working people of Hungary correctly raise the question of
the necessity of eliminating serious shortcomings in the field of economic building, the further raising
of the living standards of the population, and the struggle against bureaucratic excesses in the state
apparatus.
However, this just and progressive movement of the working people was soon joined by forces of
reaction and counter-revolution, which are trying to take advantage of the discontent of part of the
working people to undermine the foundations of the people’s democratic order in Hungary and to
restore the old landlord and capitalist order.
The Soviet Government and all the Soviet people deeply regret that the development of events in
Hungary has led to bloodshed. Originally, on the request of the Hungarian People’s Government,
the Soviet Government consented to the entry into Budapest of the Soviet Army units to assist the
Hungarian People’s Army and the Hungarian authorities to establish order in the city. Believing that the
further presence of Soviet Army units in Hungary can serve as a cause for even greater deterioration
of the situation, the Soviet Government has now given instructions to its military command to withdraw
the Soviet Army units from Budapest.
A public statement by the Soviet Government, 30 October 1956.

SOURCE C
The army should not be withdrawn from Hungary, and we must start an initiative to bring order to that
country. Our party would not understand it if we gave Hungary, as well as Egypt, to the imperialists. If
we leave Hungary it will encourage the American, English and French imperialists. They will see this
as weakness on our part and go onto the offensive. We have no other choice. We want to meet the
Hungarians halfway but now there is no government. Now we should set up a Provisional Revolutionary
Government, headed by Kadar.
Khrushchev speaking at a meeting of Soviet leaders, 31 October 1956.
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SOURCE D

A British cartoon published on 31 October 1956. The figure with the whip is Khrushchev.
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SOURCE E
The Soviet Union has always proceeded from the principle of the peaceful co-existence of countries
with different social systems and with the great aim of preserving world peace. However, the enemies
of socialism proceed with their actions to undermine the friendly relations between the peoples of
the Soviet Union and the peoples of other countries and to frustrate the noble aims of peaceful
co-existence on the basis of complete sovereignty and equality. This is confirmed by the actions of the
counter-revolutionary forces in Hungary aimed at overthrowing the system of people’s democracy and
restoring fascism in the country. The patriots of people’s Hungary, together with the units of the Soviet
Army called in to assist the revolutionary workers’ and peasants’ Government, firmly barred the road to
reaction and fascism in Hungary.
A broadcast by Marshal Zhukov, the Soviet Minister of Defence. It was broadcast by
the official Soviet radio station, 7 November 1956.

SOURCE F
People in Hungary were absolutely against the Stalinist elements still in power; they asked for their
removal and a turn to the road of democratisation. When the Hungarian delegation headed by Gerő
returned to their country, Gerő found himself in a difficult position. He called those hundreds of
thousands of demonstrators, who at that time were still demonstrating, a gang, and insulted almost the
whole nation. Imagine how blind he was, what kind of a leader he was! At such a critical moment, when
everything boils and when the whole nation is discontented, he dares to call that nation a gang, among
whom a great number, and perhaps a majority, were communists and young people. This was enough
to blow up the powder keg. Conflicts took place.
Gerő called in the Soviet army. It was a fatal mistake to call Soviet troops at the time when
demonstrations were still going on. To call upon troops of another country to give lessons to the people
of one’s own country is a great mistake. This made the people even more furious and this is how a
spontaneous uprising came about.
From a speech by President Tito of Yugoslavia, 16 November 1956.
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SOURCE G

A cartoon published in Holland in November 1956. The Soviet soldier is saying ‘This
is a purely Hungarian matter.’
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Now answer all the following questions. You may use any of the sources to help you answer the
questions, in addition to those sources which you are told to use. In answering the questions you
should use your knowledge of the topic to help you interpret and evaluate the sources.

1

Study Source A.
What impressions does this source give of the Hungarian uprising? Explain your answer using
details of the source.
[6]

2

Study Sources B and C.
Does Source B make Source C surprising? Explain your answer using details of the sources and
your knowledge.
[8]

3

Study Source D.
Why was this cartoon published at this time? Explain your answer using details of the source and
your knowledge.
[8]

4

Study Sources E and F.
Does Source F prove that Marshal Zhukov was lying in Source E? Explain your answer using
details of the sources and your knowledge.
[8]

5

Study Source G.
What is the cartoonist’s message? Explain your answer using details of the source and your
knowledge.
[8]

6

Study all the sources.
How far do these sources provide convincing evidence that the Soviet decision to use force in
Hungary was influenced only by factors within Hungary? Use the sources to explain your answer.
[12]
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