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ABSTRACT

The study is aretrospect of the Word War 11
with a view to ascertain whether the then su
per powers were adequately prepared for th
e outbreak of the war as from the mid-1939.
Though to most observers, the Second Waorl
d War was inevitable and obvious, however, t
o mary people particularly in Britain, there w
ere many reasons for doubt. Consequently, s
ome of the world powers went into the waru
nprepared. The two countries covered in the
study are the British and France. This work t
o its specific objective will contribute to the
existing literature on the Second Warld War
by investigating and conclude on whether Bri
tain and France were well prepared to confro
nt a possible threat from an external military
irvader like Gemmany as fram 1939,

I. Introduction
Il.

TheSecondWarldWarsregardedashi
story'slargestandthemostsignificant
amedconflictintermsof weapons, eq
uipment strategies andtactic sde ploy

edbybothsideintheactualcombatas
wellasthemagnitudeofde structionth
atoccurred.ltisge nerallyreferedtoas
aworldwarbecausenearlyallthecoun

triesintheworldwereinvolvedeithermilitanly,p
olitically, sociallyoreconomically.'Thewar
affectedtheAf icancontinentandMigerai
nparticularintwoways. Militarily, thewarsa
wwitnessedanincreaseinthenumberof m
enfromMigenaandotherpartsofAf icabei
ngdraftedtoserveas soldierstofight inplac
esintheSoutheastisialik eBurma.Econo
micallythefinancial burdenofthewarwas
partlytransferre dbytheEuropean powerst
osomeoftheircoloniesinAfricaintheform
off oodsuppliesandotheressentialawma

terals.2

On the whole, the war pitched the major
world super powers into the two opposing camp
5 of the axis and the allied powers with the rest
of the world taking sides with either of the two.
The term axis was first used by Benito Mus salini
of Italy to descrbe the alliance that was entered
between her country and Germany in 1936 know
nas the friend treaty or the Rome-Germany Axis.
The word was used as a pointer to the straight g
eographical line between the capital cities of Ro
me and Berlin and was a direct reference to the
pact signed between the two countries.? The axi
5 powers comprsed of a number of countries wi
th the prominent ones being Germany, Italy and J
apan. Other countries that were part of the pact
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were Bulgana and Romania, both of which la
ter joined the allied powers before the end of
the war. At the eve of the war, Russia was re
garded as a member of the axis due to the fr
lendly relationship that existed between her
and Germany. However, as noted below, this
relations hip later went sour following the sur
prise attack launched on Russia by Gemany
during the course of the wars

The allied power on the other hand
was formed as a defence to the axis power
5. The original members of the allied were G
reat Britain, Poland and France. Atthe early s
tage of the war, the United States of Amerc
a was neutral unit until the Japanese attack
ed her naval base at Pearl Harbor Hawaii. Ot
her countries that participated on the side of
the allied powers were China, Australia, New
Zealand, Canada, Netherland, Yugoslavia, Be
lgium, and Greece.s

Preparation for the war

Availableevidencerevealedthatthoughanumb
emfconflictshadbegunmuchearliertosignala
possibleoutbreakofwaryetwheniteventuallyb
rokeout ittookmostofthecountries of theworld
bysurpriseas someofthemwerecutonunawar
ew hileotherswereout-rightly notpreparedfont.
GreatBritainfornstancewascompletelynotpr
eparedwhileFrancethoughexpectedthewarbu
twascutunawareinthesensethattheGemans
penetratedFrancethroughanunexpectedrout
e Someofthecausesofthewarwere thefallout
of thetreatyofVersailles,the desirebythe Japan
esef arnewres ource sthroughtheacquis itionof
colonies theemerge nceof Fas cismwhic hbrou
ghtwithitanumberof worlddictators likeMus so
liniof ltaly andpartyHitlerof Germany & Othersw
eretheemergenceofHitlerandtheMNazipartyas
wellasthegreatdepres sionetc.7How ever thec
ausesoftheWorldWarl lisoutsidethe scopeaft
his studyanddonotrequireunnece ss aryregurgl
tationhereunles swhererelevant.

BRITAIN
How Prepared were the British

Themilitarys tuationinBritainatthe beginningo
fthewarcouldsernveasavalidargumenttobuttre
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ssthefactthatthecountrywasonlypartiallyprepare
df orwar.Oneof suchsituationwas ontheas pectof B
Atishrnilitaryinteligencegatheringsy stem. Historic
ally.theBrtishmilitarywasnotedforhereffectivean
dexcellentintelligencemechanis mwhichwasputin
placetogiveearlyalertonpos sibleenemythreat For
example intheeardy 185 century the Duk eof Marlbor
oughhads etups pecialnetwork systemagentwhich
helpedtok eeptheDukeinformedaboutthe Frenchm
litaryplansandals otodeceiveFrancemilitaryaboutt
hemilitarystrategiesandtactic softheD uke 2 Again,
inthelate1800s, theDukeofWillingtonhadmadeus e
of ef fectiveintelligence againstMapoleon *Howey
er,theseBritishintelligenceserviceswereneglecte
dintheyearsthatfollowed totheextentthatlittleomo
attentionwasdevatedtothedevelopmentaf military
ntelligence. Thef amousBritishFieldMars halHaigw
asevenquotedtohaves aidthatintellige ncewasnotr
elevantformodernmilitaryduringwar 9T here sultw
asthattheBritishauthoritywasill-informedaboutth
eGemanmilitary atthebeginningoftheS econdWar
dWarduetopoorlyequippedintelligencegatherings
ystem.ConsequentlytheBritishspenttheearyperio
dofthewarinbuildingamodemintelligenceservicef
orthepumposeofthewarandthiswasdoneinhurry 11

The British foreign policy at the eve of th
e war also affected her preparation for a possibl
e military confrontation with Gemnany. After the
First World War, inan effort to discourage anoth
er war, the British authorty adopted the policy of
appeasement in her relationship with Germany a
nd other perceived dictators. Infact, the British P
rime Minister from 1937 to 1940, Chamberlain w
as of the opinion that war with Nazl Germany co
uld and should be avoided instead of challenging
her aggressive behavior, Chamberdain was encou
raged by his advisors to follow a policy of appea
sing and making concessions to the Nazi. As su
ch, while Germany was busy building her military
fora future war, Britain was less concern,12

The consequence of the above British p
olicy was that inthe years before the war, alot
minor crisis occumred which Brtain could not con
trol. One of such aggression was the invasion of
Abyssinian by Italy in 1935, Also from 193610 19
39, General Franco, another Spanish dictatorwa
s engaged in & war to overthrow the elected gove
mment of Spain unchallenged. Instead of acting
pramptly, Chamberlain simply considered the eve
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nts as quarrels in faraway countries betwee
n people of whom Britain know nothing abou
t. To further compound issues, in the 1938
Munich agreement, Chamberlain agreed to G
ermany annexing the northern and western
Czechoslovakian border regions under the pr
etext of an alleged privations suffered by the
ethnic Geman population living in those regi
ons. In the actual sense of it, Germany was |
nterested in the coal, lron and electrical pow
erenrichment in the Czech. While Chamberl
ain believed the handing over of the teritone
5 to Germany was done in the name of peac
e, Germany on the other hand targeted to us
e the resources to build her military. This sit
uation continued and no matter how hard Hit
ler pushed, Chamberdain pretended that all w
as well and until the brnk of Gemmany's inva
sion of Poland, he believed that war could be
avoided and so did little to prepare for it 13

Even the public opinion in Britain the
n did not allow the British authonty to prepar
e adequately for any military s howdown with
the Germany. The British public opinion was
strongly shaped by the hardships created by
previous First World War. The blood needles
sly spilled by a generation of young men wa
s remembered by their children and by the s
urvivors. Everybody wanted to avoid another
war as much as possible. This was reinfore
ed by the conservatism that for centuries ha
d shaped Brtish politics and that is the Britis
h loved to avoid disruption. The ordinary Briti
sheitizen felt that in as much as they were
comfortable and contented, there was nore
ason to get involved in the trouble around the
world. Though Winston Churchill in mid 1930
5 realized the threat posed by Hitler and start
ed drawing public attention tow ards that dire
ction, in reverse, the British public continued
to push for peace as much as they could. Ev
en when he saw the need for rearmament, S
tanley Baldwin, a statesman of the Conserva
tive Party who dominated the Brtish govern
ment between the world wars, kept it out of
his 1935 election manifesto for fear of losin
g votes. 1400

In the area of military capability, des
pite some challenges in the military arena, o
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ne can say that Great Britain was to an extent co
mfortable and prepared for the war. The size of t
he arrmy and the machinery used by the forces ¢
an testify to this fact. The Brtish forces had the
advantage of having a fully motorized system of
troop movement which enabled relatively fast de
ployment of forces though the Wehrmacht. Also,
British artillery pieces were of high quality. A Briti
sh 25 pound artillery piece was particularly accur
ate and successful in destroying enemy tanks. H
owever the armed vehicles of the British amy at
the time did not compare particulardy favorably w
ith those of their opponents. Though tanks such
as the British ‘Matilda were difficult to destroy th
ey however lacked the maneuverability to engag
e inrapid attacks . Other armed vehicles, such as
the tanks initizlly deployed into Northern Afrca, h
ad insufficient armour and suffered at the hands
of an experienced Panzer commander. Other equ
ipment included the Lee Enfield 303 rifle, the To
mimy gun’ which was a semi-automatic sub-mac
hine gun and the Sten gun. There were some pro
blems with the reliability of some of these weap
ons but the Mark 2 Sten gun was noted as being
susceptible to jamming. However, this gun could
be easily dismantled and concealed which made
itan ideal weapon for resistance forces through
out Europe. The rfles and semi-automatic weap
ons were supported by use of the 40lb Vickers 3
03 heavy machine gun which was extremely acc
urate and fired over 400 rounds perminute s

The British Army in 1939 was a small pr
of essional force which was supported by the Te
mitonal Army. At the outbreak of war, the British E
zpeditionary Force dispatched to France was 12
divisions in size. This was from a total force of 5
O full and part-time divisions. In addition, a large
number of foreign soldiers were also recruited in
to the British army from among the dominions an
d British colonies. This included a number of divi
sions from Australia, Canada, South Africa and N
ew Zealand along with a large armed force of ap
proximately 200,000 stationed on the Indian sub-
continent. In terms of immediate preparedness, t
his force was relatively small compared with the
forces of other major combatants. The fully train
ed professional army was limited in size and it to
ok some time for troops from the dominions tor
each Europe.18
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For the British air capability, the Roy
al Air Force (RAF) in 1939 consisted of 135 s
guadrons. This comprsed 74 bombers and 2
4 fighter squadrons. In addition to the fightin
g wing of the RAF, there were a number of a
rmy support squadrons, reconnaissance squ
adrons and torpedo bombers. These were a
ssisted by an Auxiliary air force of some 19
squadrons. Throughout 1939 preparations w
ere made fora possible air war. This include
d large exercises in Southem France and pra
ctice blackouts in parts of England. By the o
utbreak of the war, radar had been fittedto a
number of Blenheim bombers. This increase
d the chances of the bombers finding their t
arget and provided eary warning of enemy a
ttacks.!?

The plane radar was supported by t
wo systems of Radar detection. Chain Home
and Chain Home Low were two networks of
Radar station built along the south coast of
England in the mid to late 19305, Chain Hom
e could detect formations of aircraft flying o
ver the coast of France. This enabled the RA
F to scramble fighter squadrons to intercept
bomber formations and would allow the RAF
to counter any Luftwaffe movements in the
event of an attack on Morthern France, the L
ow Countries or Britain. Chain Home Low pro
vided radar coverage against low flying airer
aft. There were 21 Chain Home stations and
30 Chain Home Low stations operational in 1
940 and the development of this system of
Radar meant that defensive sorties against t
he Luftwaffe could be easily coordinated. Th
15 was of paramount importance during the
Battle of Britain. 18

Des pite these improvements record
ed, although only a generation in existence, t
he Royal Air Force (RAF) had already develop
ed traditions and beliefs that could not be sh
aken by mere evidence. Before the war brok
e out, one approach to bombing dominated t
he RAF's strategic thinking. Commanders be
lieved that by throwing enough bombs at the
enermy, they could ensure victory from the al
r. Mever mind that they lacked the intelligenc
e and guidance systems for accurate bombi
ng. Mo regard was paid to the fact that their
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bombs were not powerful enough to substantiall
y damage German bombers. They alsoignoredt
he fact that if they had such bombs, they did not
have the right planes to deliver them. As contradi
ctory evidence mounted, this view persisted. Wh
en the air war intensified, photographic evidence
showed that British bombing were nowhere near
as effective as its advocates claimed. The respo
nse of Bomber Command was not to change its
approach. Instead, it insisted that the photos cou
Id not be relied upon.1®

The cost of maintaining the British milit
ary also affected bath public opinion and govern
ment policy. The war of 191410 1918 had been h
ugely expensive. This had left Britain struggling t
o rebuild financially. Then came the Great Depre
ssion inthe 1920s, delivering a gut punch to the
British economy. Money could not be spared to
maintain a military ready for a possible European
war. The result was the Ten-Year Rule. Introduce
din 1919, it stated the country would not take pa
rtin a major war for the next ten years and so ha
d no need to prepare in the next year. The policy, |
ronically created by Winston Churchill as Chance
llar of the Exchequer, lasted until 1932, The long-
term squeeze on military funding led to shortage
5 in such vital areas as tanks, anti-aircraft guns,
and cans to camy fuel.20

Onthe side of the Navy, the Royal Nawy
was, in 1939, the largest naval force in the world.
The fleet contained 15 Battleships, 7 Aircraft car
riers, 66 cruisers, 184 Destroyers, 60 submarnne
g and a numberof support vessels. The main na
val base at Scapa Flow was considered to be im
pregnable and dominated the passage betweent
he Morth Sea and the Atlantic Ocean. Additionally
there were navies controlled by British Dominion
5. Though impressive in terms of size, the Royal
Mavy in 1939 had several weaknesses. Many of t
he capital ships were old only 2 postdated the Fi
rst World War. The air power of the Royal naw w
as limited to short range reconnaissance. Many
ships of the Fleet were fitted with ASDIC, a radar
system that could detect submarines. Again, this
suffered from having a short range and was not
ef fective when the submarines had surfaced. Th
is combines toleave the fleet open to attack fro
m German U Boats, with only Depth Charges aval
lable as effective means of attacking enemy su
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brmarines from onboard the ships - air cover
was provided by the Coastal Command and
British submarines patrolled the North Sea a
nd Morthern approaches.21

Des pite the sound footing of the Bri
tish Mawy force, there were still areas of disa
ffection. Tradition played a huge part in Brita
in's approach to the military. In the Royal Nav
y, this meant promotion only for those who b
ad proved their worth as commanders at se
a. |t made sense where the command of fle
ets was concemed but in specialist areas s
uch as supply and intelligence, it was count
er-productive. Experts in specialist fields we
re not recruited, encouraged, or promoted thr
ough the ranks. Similar attitudes held throug
hout the military22

some of the above identified short
comings inthe military affected the British
military battle orders in some of her battles t
heaters. The Battle of Dunkirk for example
was a disaster to the British. They lost most
of their weapons in the fight, and only namo
wly escaped losing their soldiers in the battl
e. The Battle of Britain gave a clear indicatio
n that Brtain was not well prepared. The Briti
sh pilots had a lack of training and were also
much lazierthan the German pilots who wer
etraining a lot. The Germans trained 800 pila
ts per month and the British only 200 & mant
h. The Germans planes were sofastthat the
British air force found it difficult to intercept
them.22

lll. Conclusion on Britain

In conclusion, one can see that, Brit
ain's victory against Germany in the Second
Warld War was very much down to luck. Ov
erall, | believe that Britain was not well prepa
red for the war. The Battle of Dunkirk was a
n eary sign to show how unprepared they w
ere as they were slow and also lost most of
their equipment there, The Battle of Britain s
howed how the pilots and planes were not u
p to standard compared to the Germans. Th
e victory seemed to be down to a lot of luck
from a single bad call from the Geman gene
ral. However, there are also some signs whic
hwould have shown they were ready forwar
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such as the fact that the Germans could not co
mpletely destroy the Royal Navy or Air Force and
5o the British were prepared already as the Germ
ans couldn't have defeated the British. Generally
speaking, it could be argued that the British won,
how ever shows that they were prepared.

FRAMNCE
How Prepared were the French

Ontheside oftheFrench he rdefeatinl 940was them
osttraumaticeventoftheZ0centuryforher Whatm
adeittraumaticwasnotjustthefactofdefeatbutthe
contextofthedefeat. Onlyfewdefeatsinmilitary hist
oryhavebeenasrapid, decisive andunexpectedast
heJune??, 1940defeatof France. Thedefeatbecam
emore painfulwhenviewedf romthe pointthatFranc
ewasknowntohaveprevious lywontheFirstWaorldw
ar,amere20yearseariereventhoughataternblecos
tof1 4millionmilitaryde ad. ThenFrancelikeotherEur
opeansocietieswasalsohitbythegreatde pression
andthepaoliticalturmoilthatcameinitswake 24 Agal
n,from1933, Francehadtoconfrontthe Naziseizure
of powerinGermany, includingHitler'saggressivefo
reignpolicy. Onewouldhavee xpectedalltheseevent
stohave adverseeffectonFrancebuts hemanagedt
osurvivethem.Hence theeasydefeatof Franceinth
eSecondWorldWarbyGermanyhascontinuedtoral
sequestions beggingforanswers Someofthereas
onsprovidedbymostscholarshipsincethe1970ste
ndtof ocusattentiononthedilemmasof France sgeo
political position theinadequacyofits militaryplans,
andtheinabilityofthe Frenchamytoexecuteitsdoct
rne .25

On paper, the French were strongerin al
most every way, but they made the classic milita
ry mistake of preparngto fight the Second Warl
d Warthrough their traditional static trench warf
are tactic. France was extremely well-prepared f
or WWII and they knew it was coming. Tacticall
y, the Germans had other ideas. The German ar
my developed the Blitzkrieg tactics whichwas b
ased on high-s peed and mobile attacks on the e
nemy's weak points and it proved devastating in
France. The Blitzkrieg according to some was th
e only reason that made France to perform as ba
d as they did during the military encountered wit
h Gemmany. The blitz was almost impossible to b
eatl, and as such the Germans first wreaked hav
oc on the Belgians so fast that France did not ha
we as much time to prepare forwar with German
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y. The Gemnan advance also hit the French f
orces head-on and crippled the troops defen
ding northern France. The advance did not gl
ve any attention to their flanks, but they gat t
o Paris so fast that the French did not have ti
me or military power to stop them because h
er strength had been weakened in the Blitz a
nd could nat mount an attack on Germany's
flanks. The German blitzkrieg stormed armo
red columns at an “impossible” rate and ther
e was no chance the French military was gol
ng to catch them before they reached Paris.
Consequently, the Germans cut off most of t
he French supply lines and In that situation,
France chose to surrender rather than attemn
pt to retake Paris and fight street to street fr
om a position of weakness in their own cou
ntry;26

Available evidence revealed that Fra
nce had started eary preparation for another
major war shortly after the WWI ended. This
could be seen through the French tactics of
fartifying her borders against extemal invasi
on. Long line of defenses totaling a couple o

f hundred miles long along the Gemman bord
er was erected. This line of defenses was ¢

alled the Maginot Line and was absolutely |
mpossible to attack France by enemy head-
on. With this in place, the only way for the G
ermans to getinto France was to go through
Belgium, which would give France mare time
to activate their forces and be prepared to d
efend their country. However, the French und
erestimated the capability of Germany as th
ey did not actually expectthat the Germans
would attack the Maginot Line directly, inste
ad predicting they would invade through Belg
iurm. Unfortunately for them that happened t
o be the exact direction through which the G
emnans struck. They also miscalculated by
assuming that the Ardennes Forest was too
rugged and rough for the Geman ammy to att
ack through. The French also stationed all th
eir forces behind the Maginot Line and adopt
ed a defensive posture. With all supplies an
d ammunition to last weeks in their possess
ion, it was expected that the troops at the M
aginot Line had the capability to keep fightin
g Germany forlong. However, immediately th
e German armor was behind the French line
5 it was all over®
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From the foregaing, it is clearthat the Fr
ench military tactics were extremely outdated at
the start of the war. They had failed to recognize
that warfare had fundamentally changed since t
he First World War. They were over-reliant upont
he Maginot Line and they believed that this woul
d stop any German invasion in its track. Since th
ey did not believe that could defeat Germany
out-rightly, they hoped that the Maginot would dn
ve up casualties and drive Germany to the negoti
ating table. They relied on defensive tactics and
failed to grasp the impact of modern tanks and a
ircraft and the over-reliance on the Maginot Line
meant that they were too defensive 22

The Gemnans tanks were also much fas
terthan the French tanks that in most cases sim
ply crumbled and could not withstand the heawy
power of the Germans. Notwithstanding the fact
that they were very prepared for the war® Tactic
al errors, delays and mistakes by French General
s compounded their original mistake of leaving t
he Ardennes mostly undefended. The speed wit
hwhich Gemnany had built its forces to move wa
5 also too much for them to bear. The French ha
d the means but not so much the know how at thi
5 early point in the war before the Gemans had f
ully mastered the art of Blitzkreig 20

The German armmy was much superor to
the French and the Brtish. Hitler had built up the
German ammy and in particular the air force (Luft
waffe). The Germans had developed superior w
eapons. In particular, they had developed superio
raireraft such as the Stuka dive bomber and the
Mes serschmitt ME fighter plane, which wreaked
havoo on the allies. The Germans placed a great
deal of emphasis on mobile and armoured warfa
re. They had superor tanks, such as Panzer Mk |
v, which easily overcame the allies in almost eve
ry tank engagement inthe Battle of France. It mu
st be remembered that although the Gemnan arm
¥ was superior to the French in many ways, this
did not mean that the Fall of France was inevitab
le. 31 While the French ammy was large and had be
en well resourced, it had not been modemized. It
was still based on the idea that the next warwou
|d resemble the Great War. As a result, the Frenc
b did not believe that any war with Gemany woul
d be a mobile one, but rather a war of attrition. T
his meant that they failed to develop tank tactics
that took advantage of their tanks offensive cap
abilities. 32 Even when the French did field effect
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ve equipment, such as the SOMUA 535 tank
5, they were mismanaged by French calvary
commanders. The Somua 535 tanks did not
realize their true potential until they were co
mmandeered by German commanders and u
tilized on the Eastern Front. Durng the invasi
on, German Panzer tanks quickly overcamet
he French defenses on the plains of Morther
n France. The French air forces were also no
t & match for the Germans in aerial combat.
The French army was unable to cope with th
e German Blitzkrieg tactics and was quickly
defeated after only six weeks of fighting. #

The French also encountered the pr
oblem of poor military and political leadershi
p. In 1940 the French general staff was led b
y General Maurice Gamelan, an officer widel
y respected. Aveteran and war hero of the Fi
rat World War, he was credited with developi
ng the strategy that led to the decisive Frenc
h victory &t the Marne in 1914, He also tried
unsuccessfully, to modernize the ammy. But
Gamelinwas suffering from a serious illnes
5, whose symptoms included poor concentr
ation levels, memaory loss and other cognitiv
e difficulties. 32 As aresult, the military leade
rship of Gamelin was generally poor. They w
ere slow to respond to the Gemans and ther
e was a marked reluctance to take any initia
tive and go on the attack. The political leader
ship of France was also very poor. According
to one French commentator during the war, t
hey could not inspire the French people, they
were more interested in fighting among the
mselves than the Germans 35

France was bitterly divided between
the left and the rght This lack of unity of pu
rpose in France was crppling at a crucial jun
cture in the war The division also extendedt
o the relationships between the military and
political leadership of France. The French Ge
nerals were rights wing and distrusted the le
ftwing politicians who ran France. French mi
nisters also did not trust the judgments of th
eir generals. The French officer corps was
more worned about a Communist revolution
than a German invasion. For example, Gener
al Weygand was more concerned with maint
aining social stability in the wake of the Ger
man invasion than actually fighting the Gemn
ans. Many later accused some French Gener
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als of being traitors . Perhaps the greatest weakn
ess in the French leadership was that they did no
t have atrue war leader; as one Frenchman state
din 1942 they "had no Churchill’. If France had a |
eader of the calibre of Clemenceau in 1940, perh
aps the outcome of the Battle of France could ha
ve been diff erent.

France was a powerful country with a la
rge army and a vast Empire that stretched aroun
d the globe, but it was not cohesive. It had stark
political conflicts and many politicians were mor
e loyal to their political party than their country. P
eople on bath the extreme Left such as the Com
munists or the extrerne right hated the French go
vemment so virulently; their support of the Frenc
h govemment was best descrbed as half-hearte
d after the German invasion. Many ordinary peopl
e were disgusted with the leaders of the Third R
epublic, who were widely seen as professional p
oliticians who were both venal and corrupt.?” Furt
hermaore, defeatism was rampant at the start of
WW II. France had a low birth rate and many wer
e comvinced that the country was degenerating
based on ideas current at the time.?? The cultural
pessimism in France meant that many, in the poli
tical and military elite believed that France could
not defeat Germany and that any efforts to resist
the Germans were pointless. Many people believ
ed that France was a nation in decline and that h
er greatest days had passed. This led to a spint
of defeatism in France in the spring and summer
of 1940, which played an important role in the Fa
Il of France. Despite the valiant efforts of many F
rench men against the German invasion, the Fre
neh government and military were ilFequipped bo
th politically and militarily to meaningfully contes
t Gemany.®

IV. Conclusion on the French

The fact that France fell actually was a
surpise to many European countries because of
France's pre-war preparation and military might.
The fall of France served as a sign that the war
would be a harder war than any that had been fo
ught before and that the Germans would be a to
ugher nut to crack than any of the other nations |
mvolved in the war had foreseen. While France w
as protected by the Maginot Line and a fairly larg
e arrmy It put up little resistance to Germany. [ton
ly took a few weeks for the entire country to fall.
The reasons for the sudden defeat of France in
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1940 were numerous and varied. They includ
ed a failure of leadership, both at the military
and the political level. The army of France w
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¢ woes, popular discontent and political infightin

g totake absolute power in Germany beg
nning in 1933

as notonly poorly led but had been equipped [Bl. Lt-Col.G.W.L. Nichalson, THE War of the
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