Stresemann’'s 100 days .
> How did the Weimar Republic survive the crism

In the summer of 1923 the problems facing the Weimar Republic cametg h
d &

and it seemed close to collapse:

e The German currency had collapsed and hyperinflation had set i,
e French and Belgian troops were occupying the Ruhr.
e The German government had no clear policy on the occupation, excepty

passive resistance.

There were various left-wing political disturbances across the country:

in Saxony the creation of an SPD/KPD regional state government resultedi
an attempted communist uprising.

The ultra-conservative state government in Bavaria was defying the nationt
government: this finally resulted in the Munich Beer Hall putsch (see

pages 36—-40).
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| Timeline 1923: Weimar’s year of crisis

« 11 January: Franco-Belgian occupation of the
Ruhr (not ended until 1925)

« 13 January: passive resistance proclaimed by the
German government

January to November: period of hyperinflation

axony:

Autumn: ‘German October” uprising inS
overthrown by army
9 November: Munich Beer Hall putsch

. rk
15 November: introduction of Rentenmd reale
ittee C |
30 November: international committee e |
sto reofga \

12 August: Stresemann made chancellor of under chairman Charles S. Dawe |

Germany. State of emergency declared reparations
August to November: Stresemann’s 100 days /
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The survival of Weimar

ony Although Stresemann’s resolute action in tackling the problems might help t©
explain why the years of crisis came to an end, on its own it does not help u:l.tos
understand why the Weimar Republic was able to come through. The republi©
survival in 1923 was in marked contrast to its collapse ten years Jater when

o challenged by the Nazis. e

nis Why, then, did the republic not collapse during the crisis-ridden months bfdz
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Summary diagram: Stresemann’s 100 days

Germany’s problems at the time
of Stresemann’s appointment in Stresemann’s achievements

August 1923
—

e ‘Passive resistance’ called off

* F ranco-Belgian occupation of Ruhr » Government spending reduced
* 'Passive resistance’ effects e Asked for Schacht to introduce

. , L
Communist uprising in Saxony new currency

* Extreme right opposition in Bavaria | | e Conciliatory policy with Alies
e Extremists defeated

* Hyperinflation

Weimar’s survival in 1923.
Can it be explained?
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Stresemann’s foreign policy
achievements

i
» What were Stresemann’s aims in foreign policy?
H

> To what extent was Stresemann successful?
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Before 1921-2 there was little to suggest that Stresemann was to become the
mainstay of Weimar democracy. In the years before 1914 his nationalism foud
expression in his support of the Kaiser’s Weltpolitik, and from the start of the
First World War Stresemann was an ardent supporter of the Siegfriede. He
campaigned for “unrestricted submarine warfare’ and opposed supporters of
peace. By 1918 his support for the military regime and the Treaty of Brest-Lito
had earned him the title of ‘Ludendorff’s young man’ (see page 3). And when ¥
warcame to an end in defeat, Stresemann was deliberately excluded from the
newly createq DDP and, so, was left no real option but to form his own partj
;}:; Ic);/gbiit first, his party was }_\OSti]e to the revolution of 1918 and the repit¥
gned for the restoration of the monarchy.
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Having graduated with an economics degree from Berlin

University and havingruna successful business career,
Stresemann was elected, at 29, the youngest member
He was a committed monarchist and

nationalist who strongly supported the expansionist

policies of Imperial Germany.

Stresemann was appalled by Germany's defeat and,
in his heart, he remained a monarchist who hoped to

create a constitutional monarchy. In 1919 he formed
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Stresemann’s foreign policy aims

From the time he became rcsponsible for foreign affairs at the height of
aped by a deep underst.g.ndl-n

.. B v was sh
Crisis, Stresemann’s foreign policy was . . £
recognised, unlike Many ... the
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domestic and international situations. '
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that Germany had been militarily defeated and Py ‘stabbed jp, ,, st

ns of those hardliners who failed tq unde
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ht Germany to its knees in 1923,

He also rejected the solutic
circumstances that had broug
Stresemann’s main aims were to free Germany from the ﬁmltatlons of Versy,
and to restore his country to the status of a great power, tde qual of Britain an?
France. Offensive action was ruled out by Stresen;agn an ;;o his only Chojce
was diplomacy. As he once remarked, he was backe u;s) only .by the p Ower o
German cultural traditions and the German feconomy. o, ?t flrst,- he Workeq
towards his main aims in the 1920s by pursuing the following Objectives.

e To recognise that France did rightly have security concerns and that Frane
also controlled the balance of power on the continent. He regarded Franc,.
German friendship as essential to solving outstanding problems,

e To play on Germany’s vital importance to world trade in order to earp the
goodwill and co-operation of Britain and the USA. The sympathy of the Us
was also vital so as to attract American investment into the German €conom

e To maintain the Rapallo-based friendship with the USSR. He rejected oyt
of hand those ‘hardliners” who desired an alliance with Soviet Russia and
described them as the ‘maddest of foreign policy makers’. Stresemann’s

strategy was in the tradition of Wirth’s fulfilment.

e To encourage co-operation and peace, particularly with the Western powers
of Britain and France. This was in the best interests of Germany to make it the
leading power in Europe once again.

y.

The Dawes Plan

The starting point of Stresemann’s foreign policy was the issue of reparations.
As chancellor, he had called off ‘passive resistance’ and agreed to resume the
payment of reparations. The result of this was the US-backed Dawes Plan (see
Figure 2.1), which was described as ‘a victory for financial realism’. Despite
Opposition from the right wing it was accepted in April 1924.

Although the Dawes Plan left the actual sum to be paid unchanged, the monthly

-1t provided for a large loan to Germany to aid
semann, its advantages were many:

For t.he fllrst time since the First World War. Germany’s economic problems
received Internationa] recognition, , g
Germany gained credit for the cash
the loan ang subsequent Investments.

It resulted '
edin a French promise to evacuate the Ruhr during 1925.

economic recovery. For Stre
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page 23.
The Locarno treaties represented an important diplomatic develo

Germany was freed from its isolation by the Allies and was again treatea
equal partner. Stresemann had achieved a great deal at Locarp, at ve

cost. He had confirmed the existing frontiers in the west, since Ger
' o ; : W
in no position to change the situation. In so doing he had also limiteq Fray a
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freedom of action since the occupation of the Ruhr or the annexatiop Of the

Rhineland was no longer possible. Moreover, by establishing the beginﬂingg

of a solid basis for Franco-German understanding, Stresemann had lessened

France’s need to find allies in eastern Europe. The Poles viewed the treaties
as a major setback, since Stresemann had deliberately refused to confirm the

frontiers in the east.

Further diplomatic progress
Stresemann hoped that further advances would follow Locarno, such as the

restoration of full German rule over the Saar and the Rhineland, a reductionip
reparations and a revision of the eastern frontier. However, although there wag

further diplomatic progress in the years 1926-30 it remained limited:

® Germany had originally been excluded from the League of Nations (see
page 24) but, in 1926, it was invited to join the League and was immediately
recognised as a permanent member of the Council of the League.

Two years later, in 1928, Germany signed the Kellogg—Briand Pact, a
declaration that outlawed ‘war as an instrument of national policy’. Although

of no real practical effect, it showed that Germany was co-operating with 68

nations.

® In 1929 the Alljes agreed to evacuate the Rhineland earlier than intended,

in return for a final settlement of the reparations issue. The result was the
Young Plan, which further revised the scheme of payments. Germany now
agreed to continue to pay reparations until 1988, although the total sum was
reduced to £1850 million, only one-quarter of the figure demanded in 1921

(see page 24).
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The Treaty of Berlin
Although Stresemann viewed friendship with ]
not prepared to drop the Rapallo Treaty. He W'uq‘(f YIV(M- as his pPriority, he
good terms with the USSR, As a result, the twl)l (:ll | (l(.myr”‘im'(l to c,t,n}:(( e
Berlin in April 1926 in order to continue the bat;i;)(ufm”(‘S signed the 'I‘r«-a)tr:
relationship. This was not double-dealing by Strui a good Russe-( ”"fma{] of
recognition that Germany’s defence needs in the ‘her:ann, E)ut was simply
it had to have understanding with both the East and :}:Qf Europe meant that
the Soviet Union therefore reduced strategic fears on Ge‘West, The treaty with
and placed even more pressure on Poland to give; wa t;rrcn any’s Eastern Front
frontier changes. It also opened up the possibility of . 1argee£:;r:ndemands B
ercial market

and increased military co-operation.

Assessment of Stresemann: success or failure?

In 1926 Stresemann was awarded the Nobel Peace Prize (along with his Briti
and French counterparts, Aristide Briand and Austen Chamb fr lain) OIS Fnt}fh
- Unly three

years later, at the early age of 51, he died suddenly of a stroke

Stresemann has always been the focus of debate. He has been regarded b
some as a fanatical nationalist and by others as a ‘great European’ workiny for
international reconciliation. He has been praised for his staunch support ff
parliamentary government, but condemned for pretending to be a democrat. He
has also been portrayed as an idealist on the one hand and an opportunist on

the other.
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