Origins of World War II Article Review 
This article review will look at ‘The Origins of World War II in Europe: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’. The article was written by Jeffrey L. Hughes, who was a senior analyst, part of the white house situation staff, and the National Security Council in the 1980s[footnoteRef:1]. The article was also written in 1988. This review will argue for the interpretation that it was both the expansion of the Nazi state and the failure of British diplomacy was the cause of World War II, and that this article is well written and useful for people studying the origins of World War II.  [1:  Jeffrey L. Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, The Journal of Interdisciplinary History, The Origin and Prevention of Major Wars, Vol. 18 No. 4, (1988), pp. 851-891, (p851), <https://www.jstor.org/stable/204827?seq=1>, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

The introduction to the article gives a revisionist interpretation that it was both the diplomacy strategy of appeasement and Adolf Hitlers’ aim for violence, as well as the aspects of domestic, economic and cultural dynamics between countries, were the origins of World War II[footnoteRef:2]. Throughout the article it shows Neville Chamberlain was focused on diplomacy. The article stresses Neville Chamberlains desire for a large, world class air force, which would rival that of Germanies Luftwaffe[footnoteRef:3]. The article also shows Chamberlains idea and insistence for an economic deterrent against Germany[footnoteRef:4]. The text continually shows Hitlers desire for expansion into neighbouring countries, such as entering Austria in 1938[footnoteRef:5]. The text gives an insight into Hitlers surprising willingness to negotiate and make agreements with Britain[footnoteRef:6]. The article concludes that both Britains and Germanies methods of deterrence and negotiation were based upon assumptions about the other[footnoteRef:7]. This perception of each other caused errors when making decisions. The author also concludes that there is not enough evidence to state that Britains appeasement towards Germany was the cause of World War II[footnoteRef:8]. The author gives another conclusion that the aim for a world class air force was very useful in World War II and especially in the Blitz[footnoteRef:9].  [2:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p851, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [3:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p854, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [4:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p863, 869, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [5:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p866, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [6:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p860, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [7:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p889, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [8:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p887, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [9:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p888, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

The Key themes of this article are the strategy, conceptions and misconceptions of Prime Ministers Neville Chamberlain and Winston Churchill, and Nazi dictator Adolf Hitler. Other key themes of this article include British intelligence and diplomacy. At the time that this article was written there was shift to revisionist interpretations of World War II. The article is also structured in chronological order, starting in 1933 and ending in 1940. Also, at the time that this article was written in 1988, it was the last year of Ronald Regans presidency and there was large and widespread anti soviet rhetoric at this time. However, the article gives a balanced but negative view of the soviets, which does not mimic the anti soviet rhetoric of the time. 
One of the articles main strengths is its structure. The structure of the article is in chronological order, which allows for the smooth flow of information throughout the text. The titles in the text are also clear and concise, which gives an indication as to what information will be in each section. 
Academic language is another strength of the text as it shows that the articles purpose is for academic and educational purposes. The academic language of the article also shows that the intended audience is for students and academics. Another strength of the article is that the text was published by the MIT Press[footnoteRef:10]. This is a strength of the text as it shows that the author is a trusted and well read individual. It also shows that the article is an academic source.  [10:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, Title Page, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

The article gives in depth information related to the specific deterrence of air defence. It also does not go into specific detail about the intelligence behind Britains strategy against Germany, rather it uses the information on intelligence as context and background information[footnoteRef:11]. This shows that it is a good source of information as the author only includes relevant information which gives evidence to the title of his article and his interpretation.  [11:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p869-871, 876, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

Although the article gives large quantities of information on air and economic strategy, there is very little information on the domestic and cultural dynamics of the origins of World War II. Also, the small quantity of information there is on domestic and cultural dynamics lacks depth.
Another weakness in the text is in the introduction. The author writes in the introduction that attention to both, the choices of Adolph Hitler and his preference to violence and the strategy of appeasers such as Britain, as well as a broadened focus on the power between countries and economic, domestic and cultural dynamics were necessary to understand Britains strategy in the 1930s[footnoteRef:12]. However, whilst the article covers the topics of Hitlers preference to violence, Britains appeasement strategy and economic dynamics to a great extent, the text only covers domestic and cultural dynamics to some extent. Therefore, it can be argued that the author does not fully discuss Britains strategy.  [12:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p851, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

The article gives a very balanced view of British strategy, and writes about both the strengths of British Strategy as well as the weaknesses and misconceptions of it. However, the article gives a very negative view of German strategy and focuses on Germanies economic stress and strain, and their misconceptions of British strategy[footnoteRef:13]. This questions the authors ability to have a balanced argument. The text also gives some good references and sources, however, some information is unreferenced, which removes some reliability of the article.  [13:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p863-864, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

The text also has some omitted information. One omission from the text is that it relates no mention that the Munich Agreement, which was the agreement that allowed Nazi Germany to take control of the German speaking Sudetenland of Czechoslovakia, was agreed without any input from Czechoslovakia[footnoteRef:14].  [14:  Brittanica, ‘Munich Agreement’, 2025, <https://www.britannica.com/event/Munich-Agreement>, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

Another omission of information from the article is the strategy behind Hitlers retaking of the Rhineland. There is a reference to the retaking of the Rhineland on page 857, where it explains how Germany broke the Treaty of Versailles limits on the number of army troops Germany was allowed[footnoteRef:15]. The text does give reference to Hitler remilitarising the Rhineland in 1936 near the end of the article, however, there is no reference to the strategy behind this remilitarisation[footnoteRef:16].  [15:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p857, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [16:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p881, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

These omissions from the text have removed key information and key opportunities to understand parts of British deterrence strategy and German expansion strategy. The omissions have also missed out on key opportunities to create an argument and give a wider interpretation on the subject. 
The article gives a very convincing in depth argument about the strategy that former Prime Minister Neville Chamberlain used to stop German expansionism and the outbreak of war. The article also convinces the reader how the military and intelligence helped to shape Chamberlains foreign policy in Europe[footnoteRef:17]. The author convinces the reader with their argument due to the authors cited works. The author cites works from scholars such as Kieth Feiling, who wrote a biography on Neville Chamberlain, titled ‘The Life of Neville Chamberlain’. Another scholar which the author has cited from is Wesley K. Wark, who wrote ‘The Ultimate Enemy: British Intelligence and Nazi Germany, 1933-1939’[footnoteRef:18]. These scholars, and others, helped to provide the author with a convincing argument using a combination of their research and the authors own information. Those scholars, and others, also show that the author is well read and researched in this area of study, which could help the reader to be convinced by the authors argument and interpretation.  [17:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p862, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [18:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p856, 859, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

Other works such as ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’ by A.J.P. Taylor and other historians give a different viewpoint on the origins of the Second World War. One argument which Taylor gives is that the rise in German Nationalism was due to the German people not accepting the terms of the Treaty of Versailles[footnoteRef:19]. Taylor also argues that the hostility towards the Treaty of Versailles and a rise in nationalism within Germany was not solely due to the revision and possible removal of the Treaty of Versailles, rather this hostility and rise in nationalism had violent and racial undertones[footnoteRef:20]. [19:  A.J.P.Taylor and others, ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’, 2nd edn., (New York: Routledge, 1999), p94]  [20:  Ibid: Taylor and others, ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’, p94] 

The book also gives a wider approach to German foreign policy in the 1930s, arguing that it was more than just Hitlers decisions that decided on German foreign policy[footnoteRef:21]. This gives a contradicting view on what Jeffrey L. Hughes had written on German foreign policy, as Hughes focuses on Hitlers’ thoughts and decisions without giving a detailed view on the wider picture. Taylor also gives a different view to British appeasement strategy. Taylor gives a wider view on appeasement which encompasses the reactions of the British public, whereas Hughes gives a top down view to appeasement, focusing on Chamberlain, the military and intelligence services[footnoteRef:22].  [21:  Ibid: Taylor and others, ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’, p96]  [22:  Ibid: Taylor and others, ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’, p118] 

Both articles agree that Neville Chamberlain attempted to settle tensions on German expansionism peacefully. However, Taylor gives a contrasting view that the appeasers, mainly Britian and France, were willingly breaking the status quo within Europe to appease Hitler[footnoteRef:23]. Whereas, Hughes gives the viewpoint that Chamberlain was using peaceful diplomacy to keep the status quo, with some acceptable changes which would benefit both sides[footnoteRef:24]. Taylor is also similar to Hughes when he says that Chamberlains diplomacy in the 1930s was misconceived[footnoteRef:25].  [23:  Ibid: Taylor and others, ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’, p118]  [24:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p861, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]]  [25:  Ibid: Taylor and others, ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’, p117] 

Another work, also titled ‘The Origins of the Second World War’, a book which has historical interpretations from multiple historians and scholars, also has some comparable and contrasting interpretations about the origins of the Second World War. The book gives a more detailed viewpoint into the inner workings of the Nazi German economy and its shift to rearmament and autarky[footnoteRef:26]. The book seems to give the interpretation that Germanies rearmament, push for autarky, and its rapid industrialisation was both a strength and a weakness[footnoteRef:27]. Although this is not explicitly written in the text, it does explain the challenges that were faced due to this rapid industrialization. This interpretation agrees with Hughes’ view that an economic deterrent would work against Germany. The book also gives the interpretation that the main cause of the Second World War was due to Hitlers risk of invading Poland, whilst ignoring both British and French warnings that they would declare war with Germany if Hitler invaded Poland[footnoteRef:28]. Whilst Hughes interpretation does agree that Hitlers expansion was a cause of the Second World War, he also disagrees that it was the sole cause of war and there were other contributing factors such as the failure of British deterrence, and Chamberlains misconceptions of Hitlers diplomacy[footnoteRef:29].  [26:  E.M.Robertson, ‘The Origins of the Second World War’, (London and Basingstoke: The Macmillan Press ltd, 1971), p120-124]  [27:  Ibid: Robertson, ‘The Origins of the Second World War’, p120-124]  [28:  Ibid: Robertson, ‘The Origins of the Second World War’, p111]  [29:  Ibid: Hughes, ‘The Origins of World War II: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, p889, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]] 

In conclusion, this article gives a good interpretation of the origins of the Second World War. The article gives an in depth and well researched interpretation on how the failure of British diplomacy and deterrence strategy, and German expansionism, were the causes of World War II. The articles main strengths was its delivery in chronological order, and its in depth argument on the successes and failures of an economic and air deterrence policy against Germany. However, the omission of some information, such as the German invasion of the Rhineland and that Czechoslovakia was not a part of the Munich conference, cannot be ignored or understated due to the significance of the information. The article gives an interesting contribution to this field of study as the text is a top down, revisionist interpretation, which focuses on Chamberlain and Hitlers thoughts and decisions on diplomacy and deterrence. The main groups of people which would benefit from reading this article would be students, scholars and historians studying the Second World War due to the articles unique interpretation.




Bibliography
1. Brittanica, ‘Munich Agreement’, 2025, <https://www.britannica.com/event/Munich-Agreement>, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]
2. Hughes, Jeffrey L., ‘The Origins of World War II in Europe: British Deterrence Failure and German Expansionism’, The Journal of Interdisciplinary History, The Origin and Prevention of Major Wars, Vol. 18 No. 4, (1988), pp. 851-891, <https://www.jstor.org/stable/204827?seq=1>, [Accessed: 2nd January 2026]
3. Robertson, E.M., ‘The Origins of the Second World War’, (London and Basingstoke: The Macmillan Press ltd, 1971)
4. Taylor, A.J.P. and others, ‘The Origins of the Second World War Reconsidered’, 2nd edn. (New York: Routledge, 1999)

