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All wars give rise to myths and the First World Warcertainly no exception. In most
Anglophone countries, people “know” that the warsw@aused by an aggressive and
expansionist Germany. Yet, much of the evidenggasits a much more nuanced picture.
Likewise, it is commonplace wisdom that the comfli@s almost universally welcomed by
the common people everywhere with this support ardgkening, if at all, at the very end
of the fighting. Even a century later, many finddmnce contrary to these ingrained beliefs
hard to accept.One radical argues that even right from the sttirg, popularity of the war
was not as widespread or deeply ingrained in thesnod ordinary people [as one might
think.]”* In the week before the shooting started, hundeédsousands demonstrated for
peace in Germary.Many of Europe’s leaders, like Kaiser Wilhelmthpught that going
to war would fan the flames of socialiémAt the other end of the social pyramid, Berlin
metalworker Richard Muller saw no nationalist eujdncamong workers and his view
seems vindicated by recent resedrch.

Despite the protests, there were also significaotwar feelings at various times
and among diverse populations; one would do welletdbember that much of this was

orchestrated by ruling pro-war institutions. Ofrcse, some people caught war fever, but
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as an eminent British historian observed the “miftat European men leapt at the
opportunity to defeat a hated enemy has been cdrapsévely dispelled. In most places

and for most people, the news of mobilization caasea profound shock, a ‘pearl of

thunder out of a cloudless sky"Mass disbelief was followed by fear, confusion and
fatigue certainly, but also by resentment and dugn

Before discussing the war itself, a brief analydisvhy it broke is in order. First,
certain possibilities can be eliminated. It was merely about an assassination as Europe
had sadly seen a number of important people mutderhout a war ensuing. The war
wasn’t about race as it was fought mainly by Euamseand colonial people dragged into
the fight by their European overlords. It was abbut religion as French Catholic killed
German Catholic, German Protestant slaughtereddbngrotestant, Arab Muslim attacked
Turkish Muslim and Jews fought for their nation asdjess of its predominant creed.
Many other circumstances worked in tandem to stfegkvar. One enabling factor was that
the European rulers had to a large extent forgdttem destructive war could be. With the
notable exceptions of the Crimean War (1853-18%@) the Franco-Prussian War (1870-
1871), the European powers had either been at mramay fought ill-equipped “natives”
in colonial wars since the Napoleonic War ended/aterloo in 1815.

What had changed in the century since Napoleorfsatievas the industrialization
of much of Europe with resulting economic competiti Even the American President,
Woodrow Wilson commented, “...is there any man or eigynan—Ilet me say any child,
who does not know that the seed of war in the moderld is industrial and commercial
rivalry?”® Nor did this competition take place solely witliational boundaries. By the
early twentieth century, there were numerous in@lsor financial organizations that
destabilized the international political arena.r Beese companies, there was no limit to
their accumulation of capital since, “the ‘natufi@ntiers’ of Standard Oil, the Deutsche
Bank or DeBeers Diamond Corporation were at thes @fdhe universe, or rather at the

limits of their capacity to expand-®
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Economic warfare had led to Imperialism and thecdedor colonies across the
planet. Approximately a quarter of the earth'dl&gll to the onslaught of a handful of
dominant nations while the formerly independentinitants were reduced to the status of
colonial subjects with few rights. With the wordiivided up, the only way to gain more
territory was through war. Great Britain plannedaotransition from coal to oil-fired ships
and looked greedily at the rich oil fields belorgito Germany's ally, the Ottoman
Empire!* The ever-growing importance of oil led Britairfsreign secretary to contend
after the war, the “Allies floated to victory onveave of oil.”? It may be more than
coincidence that World War | was between one did¢ tepresented the vast majority of
colonial empire owners versus Germany and hersalvdo were devoid of overseas
holdings+® None other than Lloyd George, Great Britain’s Veader, admitted that it was
an imperialist war?

Once the shooting had begun, both sides inittalbyight that the war would be over
if not by Christmas, certainly by the spring. Natly, most on both sides assumed their
own side would win. Reality soon intervened. Tva was neither to be short in duration
nor heroic fun like so many military recruiters pised. Because the opposing armies
bogged down into trench warfare after the initi@r@an offensive was stopped outside of
Paris, the fighting took on an almost otherworldlyality. Living for long periods in
trenches, shared with lice, filth, mud and ofteritldead comrades, soldiers found the
misery of everyday life almost as painful as adyuéibhting. During these lulls, the
fighting continued to a certain extent with shogtiat the enemy trenches. Given the
closeness of the trenches and the lack of reatthatmong many soldiers, it appears that
direct “communication of friendly sentiments wast mmcommon.*®> This often led to
what have been called “Live and let Live” agreersemhbere the uniformed warriors simply
refused to provoke firefights. One scholar obsgrdeat, “on many occasions tacit

agreements existed between the opposing troogstact offensive activity*®
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During the first Christmas of the war, a stranm®e is tempted to say surreal, series
of events took place at places all along the treachAfter months of attempting to murder
and maim each other, soldiers decided that thereldlbe a Christmas truce. Not only was
the fighting suspended for a time but enemies weatentatively into “no man’s land” to
exchange greetings, gifts and even play sportstiege Hushed up at the time and
downplayed since, the truce actually took placdthdugh once called a “latrine rumour,”
“eyewash” and far less polite things, it is nowegted that it not only took place but was
far more extensive than once believédin 2005, a $22,000,000 budget European movie
was made calledoyeux Noethat dramatized the truce. By 2014, a UnitedeStatilitary
collectors company issued a catalog offering “WaNdr | Christmas Truce Figures” for
sale!® At the time, the warlords appear not to haverakech a kindly view towards their
subordinates’ expressions of human solidarity. 20nDecember 1914, the German high
command forbid all fraternization and made appreado the enemy punishable as high
treason. All the same, there was still some, lichftaternization during Christmastime of
19157

Nor was fraternization limited to the Western tto®ften overshadowed by the
later, greater drama of the 1917 Revolutions aréieeaincidents of Russians
communicating with German or Austro-Hungarian saisli “We send them sausage, white
bread and cognac,” one 1915 letter to home redus,Germans give us cigarettéS. 't is,
of course, tempting to see all such incidents atated and insignificant kinks in the
otherwise well-functioning military machines possas by all sides. Still for the pro-war
rulers, these were dangerous seeds that mightrtakeand lead to mutiny as, in fact,
happened in Russia, Austro-Hungary, France, Gernaadyeven Great Britaift. There

were indications that many combatants were farb&ssdthirsty than their rulers at home.
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After the war, groups of former officers and somkra-nationalist veterans
attempted to make a great deal of noise aboutdabdity of sacrifice and comradeship of
the trenches. One historian warns that it “wouddhimpelessly misleading to regard the
testimony of literate, educated, upper-and midthssccombatants as descriptive of the war
experience as a wholé®” Some soldiers, particularly socialists, saw the @s merely a
harsher version of pre-war bourgeois society. Margued that the war was the logical
extension of proletarianization in civilian life;umans in both cases being reduced to
handmaidens of machines.

Authors often quibble about the exact quantitysoffering on the battlefields of
Europe, yet all the differing figures still poird &n almost inconceivable number of dead,
maimed, and missing. Just look at these numbers:

Mobilized Dead Wounded

Germany 11,000,000 1,773,700 4,216,058
Russia 12,000,000 1,700,000 4,950,000
France 8,410,000 1,375,800 4,266,000
Austria-Hungary 7,800,000 1,200,000 3,620,000
United Kingdom 8,904,467 908,371 2,090,212
ltaly 5,615,000 650,000 9410

Rumania 750,000 335,706 120,000
Ottoman Empire 2,850,000 325,000 400,650

What these numbers fail to show, however, is thiffiesng extended beyond just those
soldiers killed and wounded. That is, the qualitahorrors of trench warfare. The terrible
emotional and psychological impact of industriaizearfare resulted in scars less obvious,

but no less real, than those caused by bayoneitsplySput, some solders lost a leg or an
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arm while others forfeited their joy of life, theimerves or even their minds completely.
Angst, anxiety, worry became a long term or evemp@ent condition for million&’

Even early in the conflict, there were a large banof officers who appear to have
been killed by their own men. The military highnmmand didn’t broadcast this fact nor,
for rather obvious reasons, did the soldiers what shem. This seems to have mainly
occurred to particularly cruel officers who treathdir men with hostility and disdain. But,
it also happened to sadistic leaders who mistretited’enemy.” German soldier Julius
Koettgen reported instances early in the war inchfficers ordered that defeated French
be killed rather than made prisoners. Koettgenteyrmot all the soldiers approved of that
senseless, that criminal murdering. Some of trentlgmen’ who had ordered us to
massacre our French comrades were killed ‘by mestakthe darkness of the night, by
their own people, of course. Such ‘mistakes’ repleemselves almost daily . >>’In his
memoirs, William Hermanns who was a German vetefahe Western Front, reported on
the hatred felt towards many officers. While manchio Verdun, “. . . [He] first heard the
whispered slogan ‘A bullet from the rear is justga®od as a bullet from the front®It
worth noting that German soldiers were killing offis long before defeat loomed.

The war took an almost unbelievable emotional @sythological toll on the people
at the front. Little wonder that one author codeld one, “should not rule out the
possibility that almost half of the survivors suiséal more or less serious psychological
disturbance®’ This is famously on display in the war art of @an veteran Otto D&
Jay Winter argues that “Dix represents every ptssimanifestation of dehumanization:
madness, mutilation, horrific wounds, putrescenpses, rapes, civilian casualties, sexual

depravity, wretchednes$>
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Nor was the pain limited solely to those in unifior Besides the obvious suffering
caused by artillery shelling and the like, the istahg of German, British and other,
soldiers outside their home country inevitably tedvarious crimes, both petty and major,
against the occupied civilian populatiShEven those civilians left unmolested saw their
lives turned upside down, as witnessed by womenwaér@ thrown into dangerous factory
war work>! Many female armaments workers were poisoned by BN®&ther materials
they had to hand& For Germany and her allies, the war meant civiliaould be starved,
frequently to death, by the British naval blockaddormerly food importing nation$® If
German industrial growth had threatened Englandtémcto economic supremacy, it
handed the Royal Navy a potential hostage, “in firen of a German urban working
class.®® The resulting iliness and death may have even Heeisive in the outcome of the
war®®

Most scholars agree that given such internaticaahage support for the war was
tenuous; this went from bad to worse the longerwhe dragged on. An Englishwoman
married to a German Prince, spent the war in Befid recorded her impressions in a
diary. While such sources are always highly peabped and thus somewhat suspect, they
can be useful for understanding the range of ematicesponses to World War | and the
general outlook of the populations. As early atuaun 1914, Princess Eveyln Blicher
records many events that unset her privileged koc@e. She reports of German soldiers,
after being hit by sniper fire, being ordered toahinto crowds of fleeing Belgian civilians
so “many innocent perished with the guilty.” Thech-respected Imperial German army

also comes in for criticism as the Princess lefmoma a wounded German officer how “his
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regiment had been practically annihilated by theim side, through a mistake of his

Colonel’s.”®

By late 1915, the Princess expresses the feananfy of the elite that,
“Germany will be a very difficult country to liveniafter the war, as, whether she wins or
loses, the Socialists are going to revolt- | fagtesure of that™

What led to such dire reactions on the part @spmably patriotic citizens in
uniform? One vital factor was that the class donfif industrial life was reproduced in the
officer/enlisted men split in the trenches. Theams of officers reinforced, over and over
again, the difference between the privileged aredptioletarians. “What about the way the
officers live, when not in action? Pheasant seedlices of pineapple, with champagne,
is a mere item in a long menu,” wrote Princess Ev@&ticher in 1915, “whilst others are
starving. The bread they get is so hard that taawot bite it, and often there is not even
that. The injustice of all this is bound to makerh cry out for equality and fairness, not
that they should be sent out to fight other meledaenemies, who are just in the same
plight as themselves® It was no different in the French army, wherdaogifs commonly
thought the men would work better if you gave theandly “anything to eat.” At the same
time, their officers drank, filled their bellies ganvere warm. In protest, French enlisted
men attempted to report themselves sick only teehesed by the medical officer. As they
bitterly retreated from the officers, they beganstog the “Internationale,” the socialist
hymn 3

In the months to come many ordinary Europeans avoattainly defy the age-old
stereotype of being docile and unthinking. Littlender when one considers the suffering
that almost all sectors beyond the rulers had eatisince the outbreak of war. Russia may
stand out as the example where mutiny led to vmisr revolutions but it was only the
weakest link in the European chain. Central Euaopewere hardly much better off.
Added to the losses on the battlefield, the honoatfwas, by 1916, “defined by food
shortage.” As early as March, a letter from Hambietty how queues of 600, 700 or 800

people formed outside shops whenever butter wasedeti”° While all urban areas in

% Princess Eveyln BliicheAn English Wife in BerlinNew York: E.P. Dutton & Company, 1920: 39.

% Blucher: 93.

% Blicher: 95.

*Barthas: 134-135.

0 Alexander WatsorRing of Steel: Germany and Austria-Hungary in WoNdr |, New York: Basic Books,
2014: 330.

422



central Europe suffered, Vienna probably was hardiés By 1917, a quarter of million
people stood daily in one of 800 food lines sprémdughout the city® In Berlin, even the
privileged could complain that everyone was, “albwing thinner every day, and the
rounded contours of the German nation have becoegead of the past. We are all gaunt
and bony now, and have dark shadows round our eyelspur thoughts are chiefly taken
up with wondering what our next meal will be .*?'By the end, 760,000 German civilians
died because of the food shortages caused by ttishBlockade'

Friedrich Adler, a radical anti-war socialist, fialy shot a high Austro-Hungarian
official in October 1916. At his trial Adler danmgly indicted the rulers for waging war
without the people’s consent. Although sentenceddéath, Adler's sentence was
commuted to eighteen years because of the wideosuphie assassin enjoyed among the
working class and even beyoffdWhile this act was exceptional, the feelings that
motivated it were not. It can be argued that tinst W/orld War, even allowing for the new
industrial technology, was no more brutal or muoderthan any number of previous wars.
What may have been more unique was the level téatdle anti-war opposition to 1.

Be that as it may by 1916, perhaps 1917 at thestlaEuropeans in war locked
nations were tired of the conflict. The populacaswired and more than a little angry at
those they believed had begun the conflict as asethose who were seen as profiting from
it. Certainly, there were some who still boughtbithe romantic myths of the extreme
right, for example Adolf Hitler, who at this poiatas an insignificant corporal in the war.
Yet, one wonders if these supporters were as conasavas later claimed. What is not in
dispute is that the war gave birth to anti-war a&gh throughout the continent of Europe.
In turn, these peace movements evolved towardsumo as millions came to believe that
their rulers wouldn’t end the war. In the facesoith belief, the response was that they
must dispose of the rulers themselves.

If the war to end all wars was a disaster for¢bemmoners of the West, it was, if

possible, even worse for the people of the RusSmapire. Backward economically and
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deeply superstitious, as much as religious, Ruasia a historical curiosity.  French
financial capital had invested heavily in attempismodernization this land as had the
British and even Americans. Between 1890 and 18®4iotal railroad mileage of Russia
doubled. In addition, the national production o0&k iron, and steel doubled during the last
five years of the nineteenth century. So, the RusBourgeoisie with all its ties to Paris
and London was European in mind set. Likewise, rdmical leaders were far better
schooled in revolutionary theory than one mightestp This might in small way because
Czarist censors allowed MarxGapital to circulate freely since they thought “few widad
it and even fewer will understand £

On 8 March 191%a demonstration was held in Petrograd for Inteomati
Women’s Day. Some striking men joined the dematisin whose size amazed both
organizers and bystanders. When on Monday, treape told to shoot down civilians,
they began to shoot their officers instead. Offidéed for their lives while many, maybe
half, soldiers joined the protesters. To try toteointhe unrest Nicholas Il, Czar by Grace
of God, headed from the front back towards rebedli®etrograd. On Wednesday, the
Czar’s train was halted by mutinous troops and ks forced to flee to a military base
southwest of the capital only to find that thereswa@ army present to support him. After a
period of confused bewilderment, Nicholas Il abthda When his brother refused the
throne, the Romanov dynasty came to an end. Aislomal Government was set up by
members of the previously tame parliament, the Duhanmediately faced a competitor
in a popular assembly known as the Petrograd SovVigtorkers’ and Soldiers’ Deputies
that consisted of 2,500 delegates elected from \ptakes and army unitéWorse was the
fact that the new Provisional Government, facedh\witmost unbearable pressure and more
than a few threats from their Western allies, delnpelled to stay in the war.

Early enthusiasm for the new government soon vadists the continued butchery
of the front combined with ever worse shortageshenhome front to alienate the bulk of

the population. Not only was everyone hungryhatftont food shortages combined with a
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scandalous lack of armaments for soldiers. Oneiiigst later commented, “Short of food,
and short of clothes, the Russian soldier with guais left to fight in 1917 often found
himself without weapons to fight with. One-thirél the number of rifles required at the
front were lacking in 1917. In order to obtaira#, those who had no weapons waited for
their fellows to die, desert, or get woundédThings were hardly better on the economic
front. The want of manufactured goods was sevdth basics, “like kerosene, soap,
textiles, paper, leather and metal products” inrtseopply. “By October the cumulative
effect of these shortages was taking its toll ahbn patience®

Bolsheviks who had flirted with support for the ¥Asional Government were
knocked back into line by leader V.I. Lenin whoureied from exile in April. Despite
endless rumors to the contrary, there is “no ewideof any secret agreement between
Lenin and the Germans™For all the various anarchists groups, “the gheges stirred up
by the February Revolution soon turned into bittesappointment.” In fact, they were
soon to join the Bolsheviks in promoting a secoewblution®

When one reads of the situation in Russia in thiages, it is not surprising that the
Provisional Government was overthrown. In a seitsis, a sign of the patience of the
Russian people that no one did so sooner. Leasidge other mistakes that were made, it
seems as if the lack of supplies would have brodghin even a strong governméhtThe
formation led by liberal lawyer Alexander Kerenskgs many things but it could not be
accused of being strong. It failed to deal with tiwo basic problems undermining Russian
society, the war and economy chaos. This resuftefirther radicalizing workers and
within a period of a few months “compelled the wenk. . . to give their support to a new
leadership—that of the Bolsheviks:"Throughout 1917, this party’s influence grew as
more moderate revolutionary groups lost influengarsticularly among the workers of

Petrograd’?
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Revolutions also serve to embolden those, like m@eyman workers, already
predisposed to rebelliofiNot that other Europeans involved in the bloodbaththe
trenches or the sufferings at home needed extexaahples to tell them things were bad.
In Austria-Hungary, the slashing by half of theuflaation led to strikes around Vienna on
14 January 1918. Spreading throughout the Hapdbomgire, around 700,000 workers of
various ethnic backgrounds took part as the stakeed ten days. Early the next month,
there was a naval mutiny that lasted for three daysre sailors had flown the red flag,
demanded a peace without annexations and killegffaer.>” On 28 January 1918, Berlin,
the German capital to the north, saw the regiontseearmament industry come to a halt as
hundreds of thousands of workers organized by tmsoRtionary Shop Stewards
demanding peace without annexations as well as mmadical demands like the
democratization of the entire state strucfiidor could this strike be dismissed as merely a
knee jerk reaction to food shortages as earliekwtmppages wer¥.

Within the Imperial German Navy, disaffection witbnditions and treatment had
led to riots in August 1917, discipline being restb only very brutally with sailors
receiving heavy sentences and over a dozen actedgcuted® Nonetheless, the
suppression was to prove a grave mistake for theniksdty, and a valuable lesson for
German sailors. By October 1918, with peace segsiat hand, the latter were in no
mood to listen to their officers, be they rightvmong. On the 28th of that month, the High
Seas Fleet began to assemble outside Wilhelmshéaeal Station in the North Sea. What
the German Admiralty had in mind was an assaulinagéhe British fleet whereas what the
sailors were thinking was not considered. A saimalled later: "Rumors circulated to
the effect that it had been decided to engageribeng in a final encounter, in which the
German fleet would triumph or die for the glory tbk 'Kaiser and the Fatherland." The

sailors of the Fleet had their own view on the t§lof the Fatherland'; when they met they
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saluted one another with a 'Long Live Liebknecft.

Even if this perception was not universal, it istamly indicative of the mood of
large sections of the fleet's rank and file saildhus, when ordered to sea, the crews on the
Thiringen and Helgoland mutinied. In a vain efftatprevent the spread of mutinous
sentiment, it was decided to separate the squadfdms battle fleet and the third squadron
was dispatched to Kiel. As soon as these ship&edipcradical activity began anew.
Petitions were circulated demanding the releasepfisoned comrades as the thin veneer
of discipline began to crack with officers' orddrsing ignored with greater and greater
frequency. Demands that had been voiced werenpaitaction when, on 3 November, a
crowd estimated at 20,000 moved on the detentiorades. Street fighting broke out when
the crowd encountered a line of armed sailors witers to disperse the demonstration.
Within minutes, eight people were killed while tweone were wounded.

When news of the events at Kiel reached Berlinstiaken government headed by
Prince Max resolved to send a reliable but wellndsocial Democrat to the port city to
calm the revolutionary waters. Before this coulpen, a crowd mainly composed of
sailors seized numerous buildings and set up aorSaiand Workers ' Coundf. The
authorities had estimated that as many as a tfiisdilrs were radicaf$lt has even been
claimed that there was a secret revolutionary argdion among the members of the North
Seas fleet, “[under]seamen's yarns in the lowek,diecthe lockers, the munitions rooms,
crew’s nests of the fighting masts, even in theotatories, an underground organization
was built up which did its share towards stoppimg imperialist war, and sweeping away
the semi feudal monarch$*

All along the coastal area, the working class ttiekevents at Kiel as the signal to
rise up. On 6 November, a Workers' and SoldiersinCil seized control of Hamburg with
the Hamburger Echo- reappearing aBie Rote FahngRed Flagf® A hundred naval

mutineers, under guard to a prison camp, passedghrBremen where they were freed by
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proletarian crowds. A Workers' and Soldiers’ Coumwas established and soon in
command, with guards being posted to ward off asmyegiment assault. By the end of the
first week of November, not just Bremen and Hambbrg Lubeck, Cuxhaven, Rensburg,
Restock and other smaller towns were in the hafdseoworking class. As the Empire
that Otto von Bismarck had so carefully built watdring under the blow struck from the
north, thecoup de gracewas delivered by a revolutionary uprising in thagdom of
Bavaria®® Over one hundred thousand people assembled in Kami&@ November to hear
speeches demanding the Kaiser's abdication. Afterrally broke up, revolutionary
soldiers joined with the city garrison, and allastgic points - railroads, telephone,
telegraph offices, army headquarters and governagericies -- were occupied.

By 8 November, the major urban areas of SaxonydeBa Hesse-
Darmstadt, Wurttemberg and the Thuringen stateg \atiin open rebellion. One by one,
old ruling dynasties were pushed off the stageistiohy by the rising tide of revolution.
All these regional revolutions awaited word fromriBethat would mean the end of the
Kaiser's political death agony and the proclamatmi the long awaited republic.
Following the lead of Friedrich Ebert, the SPD laweracy gained increasing influence in
the liberal monarchical government of Prince Max Bé&den. Right-wing Social
Democratic leader, Ebert and his close associatesniy refused to consider any radical
alternativesbut concentrated on derailing the speeding traiwdlution®’

When Ebert later learned of countless reports oétmgs and protests which
suggested that the revolution was about to hitiBenle was forced to demand the Kaiser's
immediate removal. On the morning of 9 Novembet8 Shirty-nine unit commanders
were ordered to report to Army Headquarters at&pto whether or not their men would
fight for the Kaiser against the revolution. Thediet was clear: most officers reported
their troops unwilling to risk their lives for Kas Wilhelm Il and doubtful if they would
fight "Bolshevism." By the morning of the 9th, thgeets of the Reich's capital were filling
with large crowds. Increasingly, shouts of "Longelthe Socialist Republic!" echoed
through the air.

As the day went on the size of the crowds grew. @resocialist Reichstag deputy
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witnessed the images of that time and recordegdrseptions in his memoirs. Returning
to the Reichstag from a restaurant on PotsdameaPle saw throngs of people on the
streets in larger and larger numbers while, "redd| revolutionary songs, and shouts for
the Social Republic were seen and heard everywh&eaching the doors of the German
parliament, he was surprised to observe "a scofg@lgfequipped riflemen and above them
a huge red flag. Sailors with cartridge belts ssrtheir shoulders and rifles in their hands
stepped forward, ready for battf The Kaiser fled into exile and a German republasw
born. The Kaiser went but ominously the Generaisained. Two in particular had been
the de facto rulers of Germany since 1916: Paul Mordenburg and Erich Ludendorff.
Both were very briefly place on a list of suspectedr criminals. Both were quickly
removed from this list by people more interestednter than justice. Ludendorff became
an early supporter of the Nazi party and Hindenbwtg, later in 1933 as President,
appointed Adolf Hitler as German Chancefiok. story for another time.

Now, the current author would argue that pre-wati-miitarist education
predisposed people to be receptive to an anti-wessage. The activity of the left helped
define perceptions of the war, as shown by the jaoipy of Liebknecht for his anti-war
stand. The experience of fraternization with thersy, such as during the 1914 Xmas
truce, caused a conflict within the minds of Germaldiers who once again saw the other
side, not as alien enemies but as fellow humane tlkemselves. Women workers
experienced the war at home, both as workers atigdoge bearing the brunt of the British
starvation blockade and contributed to pro-peadges@ousness. The impact of the 1917
Russian Revolutions helped further radicalize Germarkers and soldiers. The failure of
the Imperial German government to even considéralene push for, a peace without

annexations or indemnities helped led anti-wawatt to change into revolutionaries.
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