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Editor’s note!

The production and release of  this fifth edition of  the St. Olave’s History Society Magazine has 
been overshadowed from the start by the approaching centenary of  beginning of  the First World 
War, and the theme of  this Magazine was never in doubt.  

The "Great War", which was to claim over nine million lives, traced its immediate beginnings to 
the assassination of  the Archduke Franz Ferdinand by Serbian nationalists. The context in which 
the murder of  the widely disliked (even within Vienna) heir to the Austrian throne led to war 
across the globe, involving every Great Power and seeing closely linked trade partners tearing 
each other apart, is explored in this magazine in depth. It is a story that has considerable 
importance in the modern day, this editorial itself  written in the shade of  developments in the 
Crimean Peninsula. The causes of  "War to end all Wars" teach lessons about the importance of  
international co-operation and active public opposition to imperialism; lessons, hopefully, we do 
not forget. 

But war has other causes also, and a full spectrum of  the reasons nations resort to violence are 
on display in the seven articles we have been able to publish. They cover an immense period of  
time, from the turn of  the events of  1066 to the start of  the Cold War. Though some of  the 
conflicts, and their causes, may be somewhat familiar, each article exposes some of  the subtleties 
in the lead up to the Crusades, or the American Civil War. Obscure and under-recognised 
episodes in history are also brought under the microscope, such as the War of  Jenkins' Ear and 
the Pig War. Often good examples of  the bizarre excuses for war, or the dangerous banality of  
some international disputes, the story of  the hundreds of  thousands who died over a seven-year-
old preserved ear remind us of  the importance of  holding our governments to account.  

Each and every one of  those who contributed articles to the magazine has our sincerest thanks, 
though we apologise to those whose pieces we sadly could not fit into the limited space available. 
Along with the contributors, the valuable effort of  the co-editors of  the magazine ought to be 
acknowledged; Matthew Roberts, Skye Galpeer-Shade and Avni Gupta. Without them, and the 
design work of  Leon Brown or the oversight of  Dr Wallace, this magazine would not have been 
possible.    

The weekly meetings of  the History Society exemplify the enthusiasm which pupils from all parts 
of  the school have for History. This magazine does that too – and helps to preserve it. 

Lucas Bertholdi-Saad, Editor, Y13
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On the 4th January 1066, 
Edward Confessor, the son of  
Ethelred II and Edith of  
Normandy, lay on his deathbed 
at his new palace at West 
Minster. Gathered around him 
were the most important figures 
in England: Edith of  Wessex, 
the Queen and daughter of  
Godwin, the most powerful earl 
in England, wiping away the 
occasional tear with her veil, 
Stigand, the Archbishop of  
Canterbury and not least, Harold 
Godwinson, brother of  Queen 
Edith and the Earl of  East 
Anglia. 

The dying king, aware that death 
was close by, raised his weary 
hand, touching Harold’s fingers. 
A gesture of  succession perhaps, 
but we can never be certain. 
Various contemporary sources 
diverge over what utterances 
Edward may have made to 
Harold before his death, or if  he 
expressed anything at al l . 
According to the author of  Vita 
Aewardi, Edward, instead of  
stating his mind on succession, 
spoke of  a disturbing dream he 
had experienced, whereby he 
learnt from two monks that the 

sins of  the English had been so 
heinous, that the realm had been 
infested with evil spirits by God 
lasting for a year and a day. The 
only chance of  redemption lay 
in the hope that a growing tree, 
cut halfway down its trunk, 
c a m e t o g e t h e r w i t h o u t 
interference and bore green 
leaves in abundance.  

Of  course, debate as to what 
Edward truly confessed at his 
deathbed will continue for 
generations to come, yet one 
could argue the miracle of  this 
foreboding account never 
materialised, for England was 
indeed to be plagued by evil in 
the coming year. If  Edward 
could have seen the devastation 
his indecision over succession 
would cause, he may have 
proven himself  more availing. 
For it was his indecision which, 
as Richard Baxter the historian 
remarked, contributed to one of  
the greatest catastrophes to 
which the English have ever 
succumbed.    

No sooner than Edward had 
died, Harold II was crowned in 
Westminster Abbey on the 6th 

January, having been offered the 
throne by the Witan, the body 
of  the most powerful nobles 
and ecclesiastical figures in 
England. As Schama aptly 
wrote, England had a new King 
before most people knew the 
old King had died. Harold, in 
hope of  a peaceful and a 
prosperous reign, ordered new 
coinage to be minted with his 
portrait on one side and pax, the 
word for peace, on the other. 
But in April 1066, Halley’s 
Comet, seen dashing across the 
sky, hardly taken to be an 
auspicious omen, provided an 
ominous foreshadowing of  the 
impending doom soon to befall 
England. And, in just 9 months 
and 8 days from the day his 
c o r o n a t i o n , H a r o l d ’ s 
dismembered body would be 
strewn across the grass of  the 
country he had ruled for less 
than a year.  

For across the Channel, hunting 
in the thick woods by the city of  
Rouen, William the Duke of  
Normandy, bastard son of  Duke 
Robert I of  Normandy, received 
t h e n e w s o f  H a r o l d ’ s 
coronation. In the words of  

1066: The Succession Feud
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William of  Jumièges, a Norman 
historian, the man who later 
became known as Conqueror, 
became as a man enraged and 
left the craft of  the woods. 
Indeed in his eyes, Harold, now 
the Earl of  Wessex, had sworn 
an oath, according to the 
contemporary writer Wace over 
a chest of  holy relics, to William, 
to serve as his vassal when 
Wi l l i am became King of  
England. William was in fact a 
v e r y d i s t a n t ( e x t r e m e l y 
distant…) cousin of  Edward the 
Confessor. In addition, Edward 
had allegedly whispered in the 
ear of  14 year old William that 
he would be successor to the 
throne. Norman historical 
propaganda or not, William felt 
he had a legitimate claim to the 
throne. So one can quite easily 
understand why this enraged 
man retired from his ducal 
entertainment in a bit of  a huff. 
However, William was so furious 
in fact that he decided to make 
plans for an invasion of  England 
in order to take the throne by 
force. The nobles were reluctant 
at first to support such a 
precarious decision. But one 
must understand that in the 11th 
century, religion was arguably 
the most powerful influence in 
Europe. Predictably then, once 
William had gained blessing 
from the Pope and carried the 
papal banner in his ranks, nobles 
and sold iers f rom across 
northern France, including 
Bretons and Flemings, flocked 
to join his massive invasion 

force, under the auspices of  a 
holy crusade.  

At the same time, near the biting 
cold waters of  the North Sea, 
Harald Hardrada, the King of  
N o r w a y , k n o w n a s t h e 
“thunderbolt from the north”, a 
fearsome warrior with equal 
quantities of  strength and 
cruelty, made preparations to sail 
for England with a large force. 
His claim to the throne was 
based on an alleged broken 
agreement between Harald’s 
predecessor King Magnus and 
t h e s o n o f  K i n g C n u t , 
Harthacnut, whereby England 
would be signed, sealed and 
delivered to the one who 
outlived the other. Upon hearing 
news of  Harold’s coronation, 
rather than ceasing his noble 
rabbit hunting, one can imagine 
Harald retiring from beating one 
of  his soldiers for carrying a 
blunt sword. He was joined by 
Harold’s exiled and rebellious 
younger brother Tostig, who was 
driven by a hunger for revenge 
against his sibling more than 
anything else. The pair felt 
supremely conf ident tha t 
England would be theirs, with 
kingship for Harald, and a title 
and nice patch of  land for 
Tostig.    

Meanwhile, Harold was heavily 
occupied readying his army, 
bolstering his force through 
conscription of  the fyrd, the 
peasants and fa r mers of  
England, and preparing for both 
the naval invasions from William 

in the south and Hardrada in the 
south. One cannot help but pity 
the English King, unaware of  
the destruction soon to beset 
England’s pastures green, as 
three of  the most powerful 
rulers in Europe engaged in a 
bloody conflict that would 
change the course of  British 
history. 

Max Lewthwaite, 12O  
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In terms of  causes of  war, the 
War of  Jenkins' Ear (1739-48), as 
its name may suggest, is one of  
the most bizarre in history. The 
start of  the 18th Century was not 
the greatest time for Anglo-
Spanish relations; in 1713 the two 
countries had just finished the 
War of  Spanish succession, as it 
came to be known, in which 
Spain ended up ceding a fair 
amount of  land over to Britain. 
The Treaty of  Utrecht signed at 
the conclusion of  the war gave 
Britain inroads into the markets 
of  Spanish America. The two 
countries went to war again a 
further 3 times in the period 
between 1719-29, worsening the 
relations between the two. 
Another treaty, the Treaty of  
Seville in 1729, gave Spanish 
warships the right to inspect 
British ships in order to check if  
they were respecting the terms of  
the earlier treaty. However, 
British traders began abusing the 
rights gained through the Treaty 
of  Utrecht, and in retaliation, 
Spanish troops began boarding 
British ships and simply seizing 
their cargo. In 1731, a merchant 
ship named Rebecca captained by 

Robert Jenkins was returning 
home to Britain from the West 

Indies, when it was stopped and 
boarded by the Spanish ship, La 
Isabela. The Spanish Captain 
decided to tie Jenkins to the mast 
and cut off  one of  his ears, 
telling him to inform his King of  
what had happened.  

Despite this, relations began to 
improve, helped largely by newly 
appointed Prime Minister Robert 
Wa lpo le ' s suppor t o f  the 
Spaniards in the War of  Polish 
S u c c e s s i o n . B u t d e s p i t e 
diplomatic improvements, the 
anti-Spanish sentiment among 
the British public continued to 
thrive. Walpole's hand was forced 
and he decided to send in troops 
to the West Indies and into 
Gibraltar, two of  the territories 

Spain had lost in 1713. Spain 
immediately reacted, asking 
B r i t a i n f o r f i n a n c i a l 
compensation for their actions. 
Britain then retaliated with a 
demand to annul the visitation 
right stipulated in the Seville 
Treaty. Spain reacted back by 
going against the Utrecht Treaty 
and having all British ships in 
Spanish harbours confiscated. 
Although the two powers met 
with an attempt to pacify the 
situation, talks broke down. 
Britain needed a reason to go to 
war, and somehow, the incident 
involving Jenkins was dug up, and 
he was asked to come and testify 
b e f o r e Pa r l i a m e n t . A f t e r 
consideration, the incident was 
deemed worthy to justify war, and 
the following conflict that 
ensued, sparked the War of  
Austrian succession, engulfed 
much of  Europe, and was 
responsible in the end for over 
330,000 casualties.  

HISTORY

page ���6

SOCIETY MAGAZINE

The Two Most Stupid Causes of War
The War of  Jenkin’s Ear 

(Spanish Empire v British Empire)
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You may have already guessed, 
what with this being stupid causes 
of  war but in case you haven't the 
Pig War genuinely is, as its name 
suggests, a war that started over a 
pig. It was a war with no casualties, 
r a t h e r a l o t o f  p o l i t i c a l 
manoeuvring and threats, but it 
still is seen as a war. It was fought 
between America and Britain over 
claims to ownership of  the San 
Juan islands which sat between the 
modern day state of  Washington 
and the British owned Canadian 
ter ritories, or what is now 
Vancouver island. The countries 
had remained fairly civil since the 
American Revolution at the end of  
the 18th Century, and although the 
territory was technically a disputed 
one, there had been no real cause 
to bring it up, and so for years it 
had just remained a happy little 
anomaly. This was until a British 
owned firm called the Hudson Bay 
company decided that the San Juan 
islands would become the home 
of  their new sheep ranch, but still, 
no-one really paid too much 
attention. Things took a turn for 
the worse however, upon the only 
bloodshed of  the war, when 
Lyman Cutler, an American 
inhabitant of  the island, saw a pig 
trotting about on his land, and did 
the only sensible thing, which was 
to shoot it dead. This pig was 
owned by an Irish employee of  the 
Hudson Bay company, known as 
Charles Griffin, who had been 
breeding his own pigs free-range. 
H e d e m a n d e d $ 1 0 0 i n 
compensation for the death of  his 
pig, whilst Cutler only offered him 
$10. He defended his actions, 
claiming that the pig shouldn’t 

have been on his land, and that he 
had every right to shoot it.  

To paraphrase Ron Burgundy, it all 
escalates quickly from here. British 
authorities saw it as an criminal 
offence and swept in to try and 
arrest the aforementioned pig-
murderer. In a completely rational 
response, Cutler decided he'd call 
in help from the US military, who 
quickly swept in to defend the 
right of  Americans to shoot any 
random pig they might see. No 
less than 66 soldiers were sent in 
in defence of  Cutler. The British 
suddenly realised that no-one 
actually knew who owned these 
islands, and in a typical 19th 
Century 'take any land that you can 
possibly get' attitude, and partly to 
avenge the poor pig, sent in 2 
warships to make sure the 
Americans didn't try anything. In a 
very Tom and Jerry-esque back-
and-forth of  simply pulling out 
bigger and bigger weapons, within 
2 months of  the pig being shot, 
461 Americans and 14 cannons 
were being faced down by five 
British warships carrying 2,140 
men. The British warships had 
orders to simply storm the islands 
and r emove any oppos ing 
Amer i can fo rce s. Had the 
commanders listened to orders, a 
very different scenario could have 
transpired, but they instead gave 
instructions to only fire if  fired 
upon, and in another months time, 
both sides backed down. So be 
mindful next time you buy your 
bacon of  what ramifications the 
death of  that pig may have had… 

Matthew Hodges, 13F

The Pig War 

(United States v British Empire)
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The American Civil War is one 
of  the most, if  not the most, 
important wars in American 
history. Fought 1861 to 1865, it 
l a s t e d l o n g e r t h a n U S  
involvement in either the First 
or Second World Wars, but it is 
not only important for its 
length. This was an exceptionally 
b l o o d y w a r , a n d m o r e 
Americans died (1,030,000) than 
in all other conflicts they have 
engaged in put together.  The 
war has often been romanticised 
by many Americans as a noble 
ideological conflict, between a 
free North and a slave South. 
Heroes have emerged from the 
war, like President Abraham 
Lincoln and General Ulysses S. 
Grant-even some who fought 
for the South are respected by 
Americans. Robert E. Lee and 
"Stonewal l " Jackson , two 
generals who led Confederate 
armies are well liked. The 
conflict itself  is remembered 
with a touch of  nostalgia. Many 
on both sides are respected as 
brave men, despite the fact that 
the South fought for slavery. 
This version of  events is taught 
widely in American schools. But 

was slavery really the cause for 
the Civil War? 

America was a divided country. 
In the South there was an 
aristocracy. It wasn’t official and 
there were no titles involved but 
it was an aristocracy. They 
owned most of  the land and 
produced the overwhelming 
majority of  the wealth. There 
were white farmers who didn’t 

own slaves and because of  it, 
and the unbalanced division of  
land and capital, they were 
pushed to poverty. There was 
little industry or large cities to 
redistribute wealth away from 
the landed gentry and to the 
clever or hard working. It was 
intrinsically a European society 
and had changed little since the 
revolution. However in the 
N o r t h t h i n g s we r e ve r y 
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different. The climate and soil 
did not favour large farms and 
thus landed elite was never 
formed to the same extent as in 
the south. Natural resources, like 
the coa l r e se r ves in the 
Appalachians, propelled industry 
forward creating a rich middle 
class.  This middle classes 
looked on the stratified south 
with thinly disguised loathing. 
Science was flourishing in the 
North, and while there was a 
large, poor, and often immigrant 
work ing c lass, they were 
enfranchised and engaged in 
industrial work that gradually 
enriched them as well. It was a 
different society either side of  
the Mason-Dixon line.  

When the Southern states  
seceded from the United States 
over the course of  1861 (with 
South Carolina in December 
1860) it was because Lincoln 
had been elected. He was the 
product of  the North, born a 
poor farm boy in Illinois who 
famously taught himself  to write 
using a spade blade to practice 
on. That such a person could 
become President would never 
have occurred in the South, 
where the rich plantation lords 
would have kept those like him 
poor and marginalised. When he 
became President, elected only 
by Northern states, the South 
felt it lacked representation and 
some feared that such a man 
would want to emancipate the 
slaves.  This would have serious 
repercussions for the class 
system in the South. The big 
plantations would and could not 

sustain themselves without the 
forced labour slavery provided. 
Having to employ the poor 
whites would drain profits and 
they would demand high wages 
as the work was hard and back 
breaking. The system of  rich 
farmers depending on a servile 
mass would break apart. They 
would soon lose the capital to 
keep poor whites out of  buying 
up land. Industry would be 
forced to increase as farming 
profits decreased and the 
industry would further destroy 
the class system. Many in the 
North openly desired this 
rupture. 

In conclusion, the real reason 
for the American Civil War was 
only partly  the issue of  
emancipation, as  a real and 
widespread concern for the 

plight of  the slaves, though 
existent, only lead to feelings of  
complete abolition in  a few 
radicals. There was also a mutual 
distrust of  each other’s society, 
Free Soil or slaveholding, and a 
desire on both sides of  the 
dispute to see a country with 
their society dominant. The 
North pushed for emancipation, 
but would have tried any other 
method to break the Slavocracy 
if  it could have. Emancipation 
resulted from the war but it was 
never intended.  

Nat Amos, 10M
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On the 20th April 1792 the 
French Legislative Assembly 
declared war on Austria. This act 
was the culmination or release 
of  a long period of  building 
tensions between revolutionary 
factions and the states of  
Europe, and lead to 30 years of  
almost continuous war. But 
w h e r e d i d t h e F r e n c h 
Revolutionary and Napoleonic 
Wars start from? 

Background 

When the French Revolution 
first began in 1789, the eyes of  
the other kings of  Europe were 
mostly focussed east, on the 
slowly unfolding collapse of  the 
o l d P o l i s h - L i t h u a n i a n 
C o m m o n w e a l t h a n d i t s 
dismemberment ("Partition") by 
Prussia, Austria and Russia. It 
was here that the Austro-
Prussian alliance, which later 
lead the war of  the First 
Coalition against France, was 
formed and aimed. Over time, 
h o w e ve r , t h e i n c r e a s i n g 
radicalism of  the French was to 
make the issue almost as 
pressing as the internecine 
horse-trading over which of  the 
two German states would own 

Belgium or Bavaria or take the 
next chuck out of  Poland. 

Leopold II , Archduke of  
Austr ia , and Louis XVI's 
brother-in-law, felt a certain 
compulsion to listen to the 
émigrés nobles who fled the 
revolution, and the pleas of  his 
sister, Marie Antoinette. As Holy 
Roman Emperor, there was also 
a need to restore order in 
Brabant (Belgium, which was 
also in Revolution) and Alsace-
Lor ra ine (where Ger man 
princelings were squabbling over 
the legal ownership of  the 
French provinces due to the new 
constitution), but with the Polish 
situation and strong internal 
reaction against attempts to 
modernise his state initially had 
bigger issues.  

After the Flight To Varennes, 
however, Leopold felt an 
urgency to protect his co-
S o v e r e i g n s ( a n d f a m i l y 
members), and end the farce in 
France (the continuous stream 
of  revolutionary pamphlets 
leaking across the border being 
relatively irritating). But, only 
able to get concrete military 
support for intervention from 

Sweden and Russia (who would 
march through, and annex, 
Poland, before reaching France, 
stealing the prize), war was off  
the table. 

The Declaration of  Pillnitz, 
22nd August 1791 

The Declaration of  Pillnitz was 
the compromise action agreed 
with their Prussian ally; it stated 
that the affairs of  Louis XVI 
were of  common interest to all 
Europe, and restoring Louis by 
force would be possible. In 
reality, as Britain in particular 
was content to see France 
destabilised and welcomed the 
move to constitutional rule on 
i t s mode l , the "common 
interest" clause meant Leopold 
could avoid war but reinforce his 
brother in law's position. Austria 
had no intention of  unilateral 
aggression, and issued the 
declaration to try to prevent "the 
contag ious example of  a 
dethroned King". 

In The coming of  the French 
Revolution, Lefebvre argues it that 
the declaration caused the 
revolutionary Jacobins to take 
fright and was hailed as an 

The French Declaration of War on Austria
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ultimatum by the émigrés in 
Germany. It was no doubt 
significant as the first significant 
step on a road to war, putting 
France and Europe in definitive 
opposition. 

Why did France want War? 

The perceived external threat 

Afte r the annexa t ion o f  
Avignon in September 1791 
after an unauthorised plebiscite, 
France slowly alienated itself  
from the basic principles of  
European diplomacy. They tore 
up treaties in favour of  popular 
sovereignty; stating things like: 
“Alsace was French not because 
of  the treaties of  1648 had 
ceded it to Louis XIV but 
because the Alsatians had 
certified...their desire to remain 
with their compatriots”. This 
alone created a great deal of  
tension with her neighbours, and 
lead to mobilisation in France 
for the need for a pre-emptive 
strike. This feeling was further 
heightened by the "Austrian 
Committee", a rumoured set of  
nobles and diplomats centred on 
Marie who kept in close contact 
with Vienna and ran foreign 

policy, trying tirelessly to get 
Austria to intervene. This 
terrified the French, especially as 
Marie was doing exactly that.  

T h e t e n s i o n s i n t h e 
Revolution 

Within France the pressures of  
the revolution were bring things 
to a boil also. This was being 
done through two avenues. 
F i r s t l y the conser va t ive/
moderate generals & nobility, 
l e a d b y L a f a y e t t e a n d 
Doumouriez, sought war to 
increase their power, strongly 
d i s l i k i n g t h e i n c r e a s i n g 
radicalism and seeking a short 
successful war that would allow 
the army to march victorious 
in to Par i s and impose a 
moderate, stable settlement. 

Many deputies sought war to 
entrench the revolution by 
uniting the masses in support of  
the Fatherland and export the 
revolution, cutting the Gordian 
knot of  collaborating with the 
King and home politics; the 
King would help or die and the 
regime would become more 
solid. A Doumouriez cabinet 
with Gironde (moderate Radical) 

support was set up in March 
1792,and after the death of  
Leopold engaged in a "game-of-
ultimatums" with the Austro-
Prussian Alliance, with support 
of  much of  the Assembly 
(excluding the Montagne, the 
m o s t r a d i c a l e l e m e n t s ) . 
Following an ignored ultimatum 
on the 18th of  April, war were 
declared. 

Lucas Bertholdi-Saad, 13N 
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Like many conflicts, there is no 
single cause of  the Cold War,  
but rather a myriad of  them. 
These initially stemmed from 
disagreements amongst the 
Allied powers following the end 
of  the Second World War and 
with it Nazi Germany. !
In January 1945 the Soviet 
forces began to push the 
German army out of  Poland, 
and the Western Allies reached 
the Rhine, making it clearer than 
ever to both sides that the Allies 
were inevitably going to gain 
victory. Thus with the war 
seeming like an already foregone 
conclusion, Prime Minister 
Winston Churchill, a dying 
President Roosevelt and Joseph 
Stalin met together at Yalta, in 
the Crimea, in early February to 
discuss what would be done 
following the inevitable German 
surrender, despite some tensions 
over Poland. It was at Yalta that 
it was decided that following the 
end of  the war Germany would 
be split into four zones of  
occupation. Stalin agreed to 
hold free elections in Eastern 
Europe as part of  what became 
known as the Declaration of  

Liberated Europe, and in return 
Soviet states  were also invited 
to join the United Nations. 
Stalin pledged to help America 
defeat the Japanese exactly three 
months following the end of  the 
war in Europe, and finally  it was 
ordered that Germany would 
pay reparations to the Allied 

nations, the USSR  in particular, 
to recover following great losses 
during the war.  !
In July the leaders of  the same 
nations but not the same men 
r e c o n v e n e d a t Po t s d a m 
following Hitler’s suicide and the 
surrender of  the German forces. 

Causes of the Cold War
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While Stalin remained, Franklin 
D. Roosevelt had passed away 
and was succeeded by Harry S. 
Tr uman, who was a lso a 
Democrat but resented Stalin 
and his motives far more than 
h is predecessor. Winston 
Churchill too was no longer 
Prime Minister after losing a 
landslide election to Clement 
Atlee and the Labour Party. 
Right from the onset of  the 
conference arguments arose 
about the borders of  the 
occupation zones of  Germany 
between the Soviets  and the 
West, Truman alongside Attlee. 
As well as this there were many 
disagreements about the amount 
of  reparations the USSR wanted 
to take. It was agreed that the 
USSR could take whatever it 
wanted from the Soviet zone, 
and 10 per cent of  the industrial 
equipment of  the western zones, 
but Britain and the US both 
thought this was too much. 
Stalin too had gone back on his 
earlier promises from Yalta and 
arrested many leaders of  non-
Communist organizations in 
Eastern European nations and 
Communism was now rapidly 
engulfing the east, something 
that alarmed both the British 
and the Americans a great deal. 
Despite the conference being a 
chance for the Allies to discuss 
plans together there was a great 
amount of  secrecy during both 
conferences. At Potsdam, 
President Truman decided not 

to notify Stalin of  the atomic 
bomb that only a month later 
was dropped upon Hiroshima 
and Nagasaki killing thousands. 
When finally notified that he 
had been lied to, Stalin was 
reportedly furious and accused 
the American government with 
the British government of  
forming an alliance against the 
Russians.  !
As the months followed both 
Truman and the British declared 
their opposition towards the 
S o v i e t r e g i m e , W i n s t o n 
Churchill in particular coined 
the famous Iron Curtain term to 
describe the metaphorical wall 
through the stark split in 
ideology between the two sides 

o f  E u r o p e . Tr u m a n t o o 
established his doctrine to 
‘contain’ Communism and stop 
it from spreading any further. In 
retaliation to the Western 
opposition he faced Stalin, 
ordered the closure of  land 
routes to Berlin, leading to the 
Berlin Airlift where the Western 
allies flew over 200,000 flights 
into Berlin to deliver food, fuel 
and aid leaving Stalin powerless 
to retaliate for if  he did so it 
would be viewed as an act of  
aggression; a trigger to yet 
another conflict, something 
neither side wanted in the wake 
of  the Second World War. !

Qahir Bandali, 11H 

 



V 

The First World War saw over 65 
million men mobilised. More than 
eight and a half  million of  these 
men would never return home. 
Twenty-one million of  the men 
that did would bear the physical 
scars for the remainder of  their 
lives, yet as in many historical 
events, there can be no designation 
of  a conclusive cause of  the 
unimaginable devastation that 
1914-18 brought to Europe, and 
the wider world. Although the 
trigger cause for the conflict was 
the assassination of  Austro-
Hung ar i an Archduke Franz 
Ferdinand, the first causes start 
three quarters of  the way through 
the previous century.  

The heir to the throne of  Austria-
Hungary was assassinated by the 
Black Hand movement whilst on 
an official visit to Sarajevo. The 
Austro-Hungarian leaders were 
understandably aggrieved by the 
death of  a member of  the royal 
family, but this was tempered by 
the fact that the Arch-duke was not 
particularly popular in Austria-
Hungary, he had antagonised the 
Hapsburg family with his marriage 
to Sophie Chotek, who had no 
royal connection. His passing 
would be no great loss to the 
empire, so there was no real desire 
to avenge his passing and political 

assassinations were common at the 
time. Therefore, the nature of  the 
assassination must be examined to 
determine why it led to war. 

The assassination developed into a 
far more serious issue than it 
initially appeared, when the finer 
details were discovered. The 
problem spiralled out of  control 
when it was revealed that the 
assassins had received extensive 
s u p p o r t f r o m t h e S e r b i a n 
g o v e r n m e n t . T h e A u s t r o -
Hungarian government perceived 
this as a direct assault on the 
c o u n t r y, t a n t a m o u n t t o a 
declaration of  war.  

O n c e g i v e n s u p p o r t f r o m 
Germany, the Austro-Hungarian 
g o v e r n m e n t d e l i v e r e d a n 
impossible ultimatum to Serbia, 
providing the pre-text for war. 

Austria-Hungary declared war on 
the 28th of  July 1914. The Russian 
Army mobilised, and Germany 
declared war. By the end of  the 
week, Germany was at war with 
Russia, France, Belgium, Serbia and 
Britain. The war was set between 
the two alliances, the Central 
Powers and the Triple Entente. 
Though the assassination damaged 
relations between the Great Powers 
of  Europe, as an isolated incident it 
would have been unlikely to lead to 

war. It acted as the trigger for the 
war, ignit ing the simmering 
tensions that had been building in 
Europe since the previous century. 
In many respects Europe was 
heading to war regardless and just 
needed a trigger to set the 
continent alight. 

A commonly quoted cause is the 
underlying tension in the Balkans, 
between the expanding Austria-
Hungary and the smaller nations 
striving to remain independent. 
The main clashes had been with 
Serbia , who had a g rowing 
animosity for Austria-Hungary. 
Under Peter I, Serbia had a Foreign 
Policy aimed at creating a “Greater 
Serbia” aiming to unite all the 
Slavic people in the Balkans under 
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one ruler, in a united country. This 
brought Serbia into frequent 
conflict with the multiethnic 
Austro-Hungarian Empire. 

Matters came to a head in 1908 
when Austria-Hungary declared the 
Annexation of  Bosnia, sparking the 
“Bosnian Crisis.” he move was 
opposed by Serbia, who wanted 
Bosnia to be part of  “Greater 
Serbia” and Russia who sought to 
limit Austro-Hungarian expansion, 
which was seen as a threat to 
Russia. Serbia mobilised its army in 
preparation for war, but the Great 
Powers intervened. The total 
climb-down was humiliating for 
Serbia and Russia. The Bosnian 
crisis created animosity between 
Serbia and Austria-Hungary and 
contributed to the Balkan Wars of  
1912 and 1913.The worsening 
relations in the Balkans led to the 
“Pig War” of  1906-1909, where 
Austria-Hungary banned the 
importation of  pork from Serbia. 
Pork was one of  Serbia’s major 
exports and the restriction had the 
potential to cripple the economy. 
To prevent this, Russia came to the 
defence of  its ally. Russia appeared 
willing to enter hostilities until 
Germany intervened,  and as 
Russia did not have the military 
capability to fight Germany and 
Austria-Hungary alone, backed 
down Czar Nicolas became 
determined not to back down again 
a n d b e g a n r e b u i l d i n g a n d 
modernising the Russian military in 
preparation for a full-scale war. 

The Balkan Wars of  1912 and 1913 
displayed the discontent among the 
populations of  the Balkans, and 
stirred the tensions further. As a 
result of  the wars, Serbia was far 
larger, and was more confident in 
its military power. None of  the 
countries in the Balkans were 
totally satisfied with the outcome 

of  the conflicts, and most desired 
lands held by their rivals, with war 
seen as the only solution. 

This souring of  relationships 
between Balkan countries meant 
that when an opportunity for war 
presented itself  in 1914 Russia and 
Serbia were eager for revenge 
against Austria-Hungary, and to 
restore their international prestige. 
Austria-Hungary had the cause for 
war they had been seeking, and the 
German support they had 

The growth of  global empires is 
also seen as a contributing cause to 
the outbreak of  war. Germany had 
been unified only in 1871, and 
missed out on almost any colonial 
holdings.  This lack of  a 
competitive empire led to a desire  
for colonial expansion To rival the 
other European powers, Germany 
set about constructing a navy to 
challenge that of  the Royal Navy, 
who had unrivalled sea superiority. 
This led to a naval arms race and 
tensions between Britain and 

Germany.. There were members of  
the admiralty that argued the 
G e r m a n f l e e t s h o u l d b e 
“Copenhagened” in reference to 
N e l s o n ’s f a m o u s r a i d o n 
Copenhagen in 1807 that destroyed 
the Danish fleet completely. Whilst 
this never occurred, the fact it was 
considered showed how threatened 
the British felt, and war was an 
opportunity to destroy the German 
N a v y a n d r e s t o r e B r i t i s h 
superiority. 

The German desires for colonial 
holdings were brought to the 
forefront of  global affairs in the 
two Morocco Crises. The Second 
Moroccan Crisis began in 1911. 
when France a t t empted to 
complete its colonisation of  
Morocco. Germany responded by 
sending a gunboat to Agadir. The 
German government again wanted 
to split the Anglo-French alliance, 
but was prepared to allow the 
colonisation of  Morocco in 
exchange for land in French Congo 
However, at the conference, Britain 

HISTORY
SOCIETY MAGAZINE

page ���15

 



 

chose to support France once 
again, and Germany to Germany it 
was a diplomatic defeat, and was 
seen as having been the aggressor, 
strengthening the alliance between 
Br i ta in , Russ ia and France. 
Germany was left diplomatically 
isolated and vulnerable to other 
nations, as it was now seen to be 
weak at international conferences, 
having backed down on two 
occasions. 

As a result of  the Moroccan Crises, 
the German government was more 
determined than ever to expand its 
empire. The problem Kaiser 
Wilhelm faced was the lack of  
realistic options. All the land worth 
colonising had been claimed. This 
left German with one option, war 
with a European power. Gaining 
colonies via defeating a fellow 
European country was a genuine 
possibility, the German army was 
the most professional in Europe, 
and had not been defeated since 
before Germany was founded. The 
desire for an overseas empire 
meant that Germany saw a war 

against other European countries 
as a useful method of  acquiring 
further colonies. There was a 
genuine feeling in Germany that a 
war would be successful and would 
result in the enlargement of  the 
German Empire. Expansionist 
German policies were a serious 
cause of  the First World War. 

T h e r o l e o f  t h e F r e n c h 
government in the lead-up to the 
war is often understated. It was a 
common view in France at the time 
that a war with Germany was 
desirable, to put right the failings 
of  Napoleon III. The Third French 
Republic had been founded after a 
comprehensive military defeat by 
Prussia and her German allies in 
the Franco-Prussian war of  1871. 
The new French government was 
forced to sign a humiliating 
surrender agreement, signing over 
parts of  the regions of  Alsace & 
Lorraine/Moselle., French society 
experienced a mass desire for the 
return of  the lost territories, called 
Revanchism. The French military 
plan for war, Plan XXVII, was 

aimed solely at regaining the lost 
Alsace-Lorraine. This desire among 
the French for Alsace-Lorraine also 
dictated the French response to the 
July Crises. When the German 
government demanded the French 
government remain neutral, the 
French had the opportunity to 
mediate the conflict. However, the 
g ove r n m e n t ch o s e t o " a c t 
according to her interests” with her 
prime interest being the recapture 
of  Alsace-Lorraine. The French 
people had desired a war with 
Germany for years, and the events 
of  1914 presented this opportunity, 
which the French government 
took. 

There is little doubt that the spark 
for the First World War was the 
assassination of  Archduke Franz 
Ferdinand. However, this was not 
enough to cause a war in itself. In 
truth, by 1914 the great powers of  
Europe had been on the brink of  
war for over a decade. Austria-
Hungary wanted war against Serbia 
and Russia, whilst France and 
Britain wanted a war against 
Germany, having been aggrieved by 
the policies of  the Kaiser. The war 
that engulfed the world was 
inevitable, and whilst no party can 
have the entirety of  the blame 
apportioned to them, Germany has 
borne the burden of  the war guilt 
due to its belligerent actions in the 
lead-up to the war. Austria-
Hungary may have started the war, 
but the trigger is in many ways 
irrelevant. Germany had ensured 
that there would be a war; all that 
remained to be decided was over 
what the war would be fought. 

Joe Cox, 13H !
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For centuries, wars have been 
fought around the globe.  From 
major wars, such as World War I 
and II, to religious wars like the 
Crusades and several attempts at 
gaining power throughout History, 
resulting in battle.  There are 
several reasons for wars, for 
example: acquisition of  land, 
power, or due to re l i g ious 
differences etc. 

A reason for war can be religion. 
Scott Adams, the author of  “The 
Religion War” writes about an 
Indian deity who must defend 
himself  from a clash of  Christian 
people in the Western world.  He 
tries to illustrate how religion 
causes war in his book. As well as 
this, innumerable books have been 
written on this subject to prove this 
point. However, though many 
people first think of  the Crusades 
as an example of  Religion in war, 
the Crusades were not just for 
Christian people to fight Muslims 
because of  differences in belief  but 
also to stop the problem of  
younger sons. During the middle 
Ages, older sons or elder sisters (if  
there is no male heir) would inherit 
jobs and money. Therefore, 
younger sons had little to do 
besides becoming a monk or being 
a soldier. Many wanted to be 
soldiers so; as a result, the younger 
sons plagued war against Muslims 

creating a series of  battles known 
as the Crusades. Religious wars like 
this still happen all over the world. 
As well as this, World War II was 
inf luenced by rel igion.Other 
reasons for war are power and land. 
During the Middle Ages, there were 
several battles due to leaders 
wanting more power and land. King 
John is a key example: due to him 
losing a lot of  land he was 
nicknamed “Lackland”. As a result, 
when his brother went on a 
Crusade, he decided to go to war to 
regain land he lost in France.  After 
several attempts, he still failed to 
regain land, which he had lost, and 
ended up with less land than 
before. 

Another reason for war is to make a 
claim to the throne. Many centuries 
ago, when people believed strongly 
that there should be a monarchy, 
many dukes and barons would 
announce war against the current 
king. Key examples are the Battle 
of  Hastings and the Battle of  
Stamford Bridge, in which William 
the Conqueror and King Harald 
Hardada of  Norway both declared 
battle against Harold Godwinson, 
the current King of  England in 
1 0 6 6 . A s a r e s u l t , H a r o l d 
Godwinson had little time to 
prepare for the battles as each army 
came straight after the other. 
Harold Godwinson won the Battle 

of  Stambridge but lost the Battle 
of  Hastings to Wil l iam the 
Conqueror.   

A further reason for war is 
maltreatment of  the people. If  a 
whole society does not feel they are 
being treated correctly they usually 
start war against the monarchy or 
government. The Peasants Revolt is 
one of  the many wars due to the 
maltreatment of  the people. In the 
14th century, while King Richard, 
who was crowned at ten–years old, 
was on the throne, an epidemic 
called the Black Death began to 
spread just before he became king. 
Due to this, the standard of  living 
was decreased and the tax rose. 
Very soon, King Richard found 
himself  with thousands of  peasants 
outside the tower of  London. This 
caused King Richard to order some 
of  the leaders’ to be killed.  

In conclusion, there are many 
reasons behind war but the most 
important reason behind war, I 
think, is religion. This is because 
many wars still happen due to 
religion. 

Seyi Omonitan, 7B 
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