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Portfolio Part A
Subject 1: What Does the Declaration of War Newspaper Article by The Daily Telegraph, 5th August 1914, Tell Us About the First Hours of the Great War in Britain?


Introduction/Origins of the Source
On 4th August 1914, Great Britain declared war on Germany, thus officially entering the Great War. This document analysis will be observing a newspaper published the following day, August 5th 1914, by The Daily Telegraph. The purpose of this assignment is to consider the origins of this newspaper article, which the main focus of this assignment will be page 7, though other articles in this newspaper will also be considered for further informational analysis. This assignment will focus on the Newspaper’s target audience, its context and contents, and ultimately, the effects newspapers such as this had on Britain during the time. 
This source was published by the Daily Telegraph, the day after Britain declared war on Germany. The Daily Telegraph was, and remains to this day as a predominantly Conservative newspaper. Typically, the target audience for the Telegraph would be higher class individuals such as Conservative politicians. An important factor to note is that at the time this article was published, and throughout the war, the Conservatives were not the political party which held the most power, Herbert Henry Asquith, the Prime Minister was a Liberal. This is important as this would very likely affect how the Telegraph would report on the events in place under Asquith’s government. A key point to note is that all of the articles in this newspaper are written by unnamed authors. Is this a statement possibly that these are not articles documenting reports from certain individuals, but instead perhaps the perspectives expected to be shared by the Newspaper Press, and Conservatives as a collective?[footnoteRef:1] [1:  The Daily Telegraph, 5th August, 1914 <https://www.telegraph.co.uk/multimedia/archive/02987/Telegraph1914_0508_2987639a.pdf> [Accessed 25/04/2024].] 

What Does the Content Within this Article Tell Us?
Interestingly, despite the conflict between the Conservative perspective, and the persepctives of the Liberal ideologies, the newspaper seems to convey a very pro-war sentiment. There are perhaps multiple reasons for this. Firstly, the declaration of War, though being announced by Asquith, was supported by the King, of which the newspaper makes a clear point in emphasising on this page, having a full article quoting the King’s speech to the British Navy. This is supported by the fact that articles focussed on the King are in full clear sight for the reader, meanwhile sections focusing on Asquith are further down the page in smaller texts. Clearly, the article is stating to the reader that the Times is Supporting the King’s decision to go to war, whilst attempting to sideline their competition in Asquith. Furthermore, a time as critical  to the country as a declaration of war, is a key time for the nation to unite. It is highly likely that the Daily Telegraph authors and editors knew of the importance of a united Britain, and wanted to use the war as a means to not only unite the country, but perhaps even more likely unite the Conservative party. It could be argued that this war stood very much for the Conservative ideals of a strong, and powerful Britain. This is emphasised further by the frequent mention throughout this page in the newspaper of the British Navy, which is quoted within the source as ‘The Shield of Britain’.[footnoteRef:2] This emphasises the importance of the British Navy in the eyes of the reader as the term shield portrays the Navy as the main line of defense for the country, without the Navy, Britain would fall. This tells us that whilst the Daily Telegraph wanted to make Britain seem strong at the start of the Great War, it also wanted to emphasise the Conservative ideals of support to the King, whilst also conveying the threat which Germany imposed over Britain, emphasising Britain’s need to go to war. [2:  Ibid, p.7.] 

A factor to note in this article, is the very page that the article can be found. Although something as major to the country as a declaration of war could, or perhaps even should, make a front page headline, as is emphasised by the very wording in the article calling the declaration of war a ‘grave moment’.[footnoteRef:3] It is interesting that this article is found on page 7. There could be a number of possibilities for this. Firstly, it could perhaps be that the Daily Telegraph didn’t want to cause immediate panic by having an article with such seriousness being the first thing the reader would see on the paper. Perhaps this was a direct attempt to make the war seem less threatening than it actually was; this point could be supported by the fact that at the beginning, many Brits believed that the war would be over before Christmas, thus the Daily Telegraph might be attempting to downplay the scale of the war which had just begun. However, another key piece of information to consider as the reason for the page placement of this article is instead purely that there simply wasn’t enough time for the declaration make the front page. There may be some evidence to support this within the article itself, the article reads ‘This momentous news reached us at 11:45 last night’.[footnoteRef:4] This could perhaps mean that the production of this article had to be rushed to even make its way into the newspaper at all, let alone be able to make the front page. Furthermore, the number of pages documenting the war may also have played a role in this decision, all pages from 5 to 10 address the war almost exclusively, so perhaps this would be too much to address from the very beginning of the newspaper. This tells us that Britain’s declaration of war was certainly very sudden, and that it is highly possible that steps were being taken to maintain a normality of life, despite the major events that would unfold as a result of this declaration of war. [3:  Ibid, p.7.]  [4:  Ibid, p.7.] 

A further observation which one can make about this article, and the other pages which document information about the war, make a clear statement about blaming Kaiser Wilhelm, and Germany for the war, that Germany is defying Britain, and emphasising that Germany started the war by going to war with Belgium. The article furthers its blame on Germany by stating that a German cruiser sunk a British minelayer, and chased a British destroyer, which it states occurred off the German coast. If this were the case, then it could be argued that Germany did indeed start the war with Britain without an official declaration.[footnoteRef:5] However, the lack of a definitive location for which these events occurred does raise some questions in one’s mind as to whether there is any truth to this accusation, or whether this is just a mere instance of British propeganda attempting to blame Germany for the war; a sentiment which would be carried throughout the war. Even after the war, in official documents such as the 1919 Treaty of Versailles Article 231, blamed Germany and the Kaiser for all the damage caused by the events in the war.[footnoteRef:6] This is essential as this shows that sentiments such as these were commonplace from as early as the very start of the war, this is likely why it was so easy for Britain and her allies to get away with the injustices faced by Germany after their surrender in 1918. This tells us that it is highly possible that British newspaper such as the Daily Telegraph would spin the truth to match their own agenda, and to glorify Britain, whilst villainising her enemies, perhaps to drive the war effort forward. This also tells us that the sentiments which were prominent in Newspapers such as the Daily Telegraph likely had a huge lasting impact on the Government who would later write the Treaty of Versailles; it is highly likely that these perspectives were also shared by the British population throughout and after the war.    [5:  Ibid, p.6-7.]  [6:  Treaty of Versailles, (Article) (no.231), regulations, (1919), (Statutory Instrument). <https://www.census.gov/history/pdf/treaty_of_versailles-112018.pdf> [Accessed 25/04/2024].] 

Conclusion
 In conclusion, this article provides some key insight into the first hours of the Great War in Britain. From this source, it is evident that measures were being taken to place the blame for the war on Germany, of course as a Conservative newspaper, the Daily Telegraph would use the war to push their ideals, and possibly use the war to unite not only the British people, but to unite the Conservative party also. This source also emphasises that the start of the war quite literally occurred overnight, that people woke up on the morning of August 5th 1914 to find that their country had been plunged into the war. This one article gives a small, but impactful insight into what life was like at the very start of the war for Great Britain, and her people.
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What does Chapter 5 in Richard Van Emden’s book All Quiet on the Home Front Tell us About the Efforts of  British Women in the Medical Domain Throughout the Great War?



Introduction
Richard Van Emden is a Historian, Author, Television Researcher and Producer with a primary focus on the Great War. This essay will be looking at one of Van Emden’s books, All Quiet on the Home Front, specifically chapter 5 ‘Caring for the Wounded’.[footnoteRef:7] Using the information provided in this chapter, one may begin to get some insight into the efforts of British Women who worked in the medical domain throughout the war and identify ultimately how this source influences one’s understanding of the Great War. [7:  Richard Van Emden, All Quiet on the Home Front, (London: Headline, 2003). p.117.] 

Firstly, one must consider the date that this book was published, 2003. This was approximately 85 years after the war had ended. With this in mind, many of the first-hand recollections from interviews which Van Emden has obtained may not always be fully accurate; since these individuals cannot possibly be expected to recount the full events in complete detail, only from their own personal experiences. Though, this does not necessarily discredit the accounts in any major capacity as these are ultimately still first-hand experiences. Furthermore, Van Emden has not only used these interviews to gather primary sources, the preface of the book explains that many other sources such as newspaper articles, letters, Government reports and diaries were also used.[footnoteRef:8] This would have assisted Van Emden to ensure that the accounts he receives from these first-hand accounts, line up with other sources. Which, despite these other sources not necessarily accounting for the specific circumstances provided, one can assertain that many experiences likely could have been somewhat similar. This is important because this can help one to identify how accurate the contents of the book are, especially since the purpose of this source is to inform and to provide accurate accounts of differing experiences from the Great War. Thus, by extension, this essay will be analysing how reliable the book is as a secondary source of information for researching events of the Great War. [8:  Ibid, preface.] 

Content Within the Source
Van Emden mentions that interestingly whilst there was high demand for women to replace men in all sectors after the start of the war, mostly positions such as banking.[footnoteRef:9] There was never a major drive for women to take up work in the war effort, even when war industries were struggling.[footnoteRef:10] However, the nursing industry never struggled with manpower to as much of an extent as many other professional fields. Van Emden attributes this to the fact that even before the war, roles such as nursing were the ‘woman’s domain’ with 33,000 women in this industry even before the war had begun in 1914.[footnoteRef:11] This provides a key insight into the mentality of not only the women at the time, but the perspective of the country as a whole in relation to female workforces in the care industry. Whilst it was believed in Britain that working in manual labour and office jobs were roles to typically go to men, women were believed to have had a natural maternal instinct which meant roles such as nursing were meant to be employed by a female. This is a point further emphasised by Gerard De Groot in his book Blighty: British society in the era of the Great War; wherein he acknowledges that the sheer number of women working and continuing to choose to work in roles such as this, though significant showed in the perspective of society that women were meant to be care givers.[footnoteRef:12] This point is supported by the apparent lack of recruitment posters for female nurses. Whilst posters for female nurses certainly existed, more common posters calling for women to take on roles were found for munitions and factory works. Despite this, one of the sources Van Emden provides, Mabel Booth, still acknowledges that they were ‘short-handed all the time’, and that the job was exhausting.[footnoteRef:13] This shows that even when there were enough to do the job in comparison to other roles, positions such as the care industry still felt considerably short handed. It is highly possible that some hospitals, and care centres were likely understaffed, whilst others had an abundance of staff, thus resources and nurses likely wouldn’t always go where they were needed. [9:  Ibid, p.118.]  [10:  Ibid, p.118.]  [11:  Ibid, p.119.]  [12:  Gerard De Groot, Blighty: British society in the era of the Great War, (New York: Longman, 1996). p.69.]  [13:  Van Emden, p.137.] 

Van Emden acknowledges that just because there wasn’t as much of a drive for women to work in the nursing and medical fields of the Great War from a staffing perspective, doesn’t mean to say by any stretch that these were all skilled workers. He documents a number of sources from some nurses such as Violet Cullen who mentions that at first she ‘knew nothing, only to be patient and kind’ but she struggled with being stern with herself whilst trying to work with the wounded soldiers.[footnoteRef:14] She would account that these men that she was treating did not need to see her cry, they would need to have confidence in the women treating their wounds. Furthermore, she states that the men would say things such as ‘it’s me that’s got to cry, not you.’[footnoteRef:15] This provides further insight into the mentality of these women, many of whom were far from prepared to see the horrors of war, and yet were expected to behave as if they were fully experienced medical experts in a highly stressful, unfamiliar situation. This is supported by Vera Brittain who worked as a Nurse throughout the Great War who speaks about the apparent lack of training for the volunteers in her memoirs, Testament of Youth.[footnoteRef:16] Not only this, but she also criticises the British authorities over the clear lack of funding for the medical field,[footnoteRef:17] as well as criticising that the authorities constantly called for volunteers, just to make life as difficult for these volunteers as possible when they were put to work.[footnoteRef:18] Not only does this account from Vera Brittain reinforce the point stated by Van Emden that these women were overworked, stressed, and many of them were inexperienced; but it also provides yet another first-hand experience not documented in Van Emden’s book, proving that many of these women felt in similar ways to the position they were put into.  [14:  Ibid, p.128.]  [15:  Ibid, p.128.]  [16:  Vera Brittain, Testament of Youth, (New York: Seaview Books, 1980). p.538.]  [17:  Ibid, p.538.]  [18:  Ibid, p.169.] 

Conclusion
In conclusion, Chapter 5 in All Quiet on the Home Front tells us that life certainly was not easy for British women working in the medical domain, even despite the fact that, surprisingly in comparison to most other work environments throughout the Great War the medical field was not excessively short on staffing. This chapter provides insight into why this was likely the case; the need to behave like experienced professionals for many young women was particularly stressful. It is also likely possible that even the staff that were present in this environment felt more like they were in the way than actually aiding the efforts. We can conclude that the information provided in this source is reliable, as a variety of primary sources were used to gather the information provided by Van Emden within not only this chapter, but throughout the book as a whole. The information provided is supported by other Historians such as Gerard Degroot, as well as by some primary sources from the time such as Vera Brittian, and the primary sources he used in his own research. This, combined with Van Emden’s experience as a Historian, with a keen focus on the Great War, as well as a researcher for television, means that it is likely that his main goal with his work will be to inform, though likely also to an extent, he may have a target to entertain the reader. However, this would very likely come secondary to a man with Van Emden’s reputation.
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