History 202 (Origins of the First World War): Assignment No. 1PRIVATE 

The class to be held on Tuesday, January 25, will focus on the specific interpretation of the coming of the First World War common in the world of "strategic studies."  We will see what people in that world have to say about the origins of the war, and what role the prevailing interpretation plays in supporting larger arguments about war and peace in the nuclear age.  We will also take a look at how well the accepted interpretation is rooted in the documentary evidence.

Your first paper for the course (5-7 pp.) will be due in class that day.  Go to Campus Copy and buy the two bulkpacks for the class. The paper will be based on readings 1-10 in the first bulkpack. 

Read the sections on the immediate origins of World War I in chapter 6 of Arms and Influence--item 3 in the bulkpack--and enough of the rest of the chapter to get a sense for the role these sections play in his larger argument there.  Then read the Miller, Allison et al., Lebow, Bracken and Jervis selections in the bulkpack  (readings 1-2, 4-6).  

Your paper will then deal in essay form with the following questions:  

(a) what is the general interpretation of the immediate origins of the war reflected in this literature?  

(b) what role does this interpretation seem to play in supporting broader conclusions about the problem of war causation?  (Pay special attention to the place of the World War I discussion in the analysis, and the amount of space it receives relative to other examples.)  

(c) in general, what sort of evidence, if any, is given (see the footnotes) in support of this interpretation of the coming of the war? 

(d) what, in particular, is the one book cited by Schelling in his discussion of the issue?  The first of the chapters in this book that Schelling alludes to is reproduced in the bulkpack, followed by some material (readings 7-10) that allows you to judge certain claims made in that chapter.  (In particular, readings 9 and 10 enable you to assess a claim Reiners makes on the bottom of his p. 127.)

On the basis of that material, and taking the one chapter from the Reiners book as typical of Reiners's argument in the chapters cited by Schelling:

(e) how would you assess those claims of Schelling's?  

(f) are these points--that is, the ones you make in your assessment--trivial, or does this testing tell you something important about the intellectual quality of the book in question--that is, of its value as a serious work of history?  

(g) what in turn does this tell you about the quality of the historical evidence used to support very basic arguments about strategy in the nuclear age?

Be as concise as possible--that is, avoid saying anything that is not strictly relevant to the terms of the assignment--but be sure to deal with all these questions, working your answers into a coherent, smooth-flowing, well-documented essay.  By "well-documented," I mean you should give certain key examples to back up your claims.  These questions do have definite answers; this is not to be construed as an opportunity to express your opinion.  Please make sure there are no errors of spelling or grammar in your paper.  Papers with more than three such errors will be returned to you for correction before a grade is registered, and the grade in such a case will certainly be less than what it would otherwise be.

