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THETREATYOFVERSAILLES


Two slides per page. Use the cards below as your teaching script for each slide.
	SLIDE 1
	The Treaty of Versailles


On-slide summary: The Treaty of Versailles; Peace Terms and the Argument Over the Next War
TALKING POINTS
	•  Start by splitting two events students routinely merge: the armistice of November 1918 stopped the shooting, and the Treaty of Versailles in June 1919 set the terms.
•  Preview the closing question out loud - did this treaty end a war or schedule the next one? Students will argue it with evidence in Part 5.
	
	•  Flag the key vocabulary move early: the treaty says responsibility, not guilt. That single word difference is the spine of the whole lesson.
•  Ask students what they think a losing country should have to give up after a war, and hold their answers to compare against the real terms.



	BACKGROUND
•  The Paris Peace Conference opened on 18 January 1919, the anniversary of the day the German Empire was proclaimed at Versailles in 1871. The symbolism was deliberate and it runs through the whole treaty story.
•  Five separate treaties came out of the conference. Versailles is the one that dealt with Germany; Saint-Germain dealt with Austria and Trianon with Hungary.
•  Germany had no delegation in the negotiations themselves; the Allies argued among themselves for months before presenting terms in May 1919.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What do you already know about how World War I ended?
•  If you had just won a war that killed millions of your people, what would you demand from the loser?
•  Who should get to write the terms of a peace - only the winners, or both sides?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks on this slide. It frames Guided Notes Section 1.



	SLIDE 2
	Learning Targets


On-slide summary: Learning Targets; Explain what the Treaty of Versailles required Germany to give up.; Describe what Article 231 actually says and what it was nicknamed.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Point at target 2 and warn students that the popular name for Article 231 and its actual wording are different, because the quiz will test that difference.
•  Target 3 is a common misconception: the treaty required reparations but named no total, and students will meet the real 1921 source in Section 9.
	
	•  Tell students target 4 is graded on evidence, not on which side they pick, so a well-defended no earns the same credit as a well-defended yes.
•  Which target do you think will be easiest to prove with a specific date or article number?



	BACKGROUND
•  Target 3 is the highest-value one. Most textbooks print the 132 billion figure right next to the 1919 treaty, which is where the misconception starts.
•  Target 2 is the one students most often get backwards. “War guilt” is a nickname that came out of German political argument, not out of the treaty text.
•  Target 4 is deliberately open. Students are graded on the evidence they name, not on which side they land.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which of these four targets sounds hardest to you right now?
•  Which of these four targets could you already answer before today?
•  What would count as good evidence in an argument about whether a treaty caused a war?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks bound to this slide; the targets are reprinted at the top of the Guided Notes.



	SLIDE 3
	Paris, 1919: The Winners Write the Peace


On-slide summary: Paris, 1919: The Winners Write the Peace; The armistice of November 11, 1918 stopped the fighting.; Delegates from 32 nations met in Paris beginning January 1919.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Draw the timeline on the board: armistice November 1918, conference opens January 1919, signature June 1919, entry into force January 1920. Students need the sequence before the terms.
•  Explain that an armistice is a military agreement between commanders while a treaty is a legal instrument between states, which is why the war kept a legal life for another fourteen months.
	
	•  Name the Big Four with their countries because Clemenceau of France drove the harshest terms and that matters when students weigh the verdict later.
•  Ask students who is missing from this list of 32 delegations, and let them discover that Germany is not in the room.



	BACKGROUND
•  The gap between signing and entry into force exists because the treaty required ratification deposits. The first proces-verbal of ratifications was drawn up in Paris on 10 January 1920.
•  Italy's Orlando walked out of the conference in April 1919 over Fiume and returned in May, which is why the Big Four is sometimes described as the Big Three.
•  Russia was absent, having left the war under the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk in March 1918, and the defeated powers were not invited to the conference at all.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would the winners want the fighting stopped before the terms were settled?
•  What is the difference between signing a treaty and putting it into force?
•  Why would the winners disagree with each other about what the peace should look like?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: 1918; Versailles; Clemenceau; 1920



	SLIDE 4
	Germany Was Not Invited to Negotiate


On-slide summary: Germany Was Not Invited to Negotiate; Key Concept: Germans called it a Diktat - the German word for a dictated peace imposed without negotiation.; What Germany Expected
TALKING POINTS
	•  Make the exclusion concrete: the German delegation sat in a hotel at Versailles, received a printed text, and answered in writing. There was no negotiating session at all.
•  Define Diktat carefully because students will meet it again in the 1930s. It means dictated peace, and German politicians used the word for twenty years.
	
	•  Contrast this with the Congress of Vienna in 1815, where defeated France sat at the table. That comparison shows the 1919 choice was not the only option.
•  Point out the trap in the left column: Wilson promised self-determination, but the Germans left outside Germany's new borders did not get it, which fuels the grievance later.



	BACKGROUND
•  Germany surrendered in November 1918 partly because Wilson's Fourteen Points promised a negotiated settlement. Foreign Minister Brockdorff-Rantzau led the delegation that was handed the terms on 7 May 1919.
•  Chancellor Scheidemann resigned rather than sign. The Bauer government accepted on 23 June 1919 under an Allied ultimatum, five days before the signature.
•  The German counter-proposals ran to hundreds of pages and drew a single Allied reply in June 1919 that conceded only minor points, among them a plebiscite for Upper Silesia.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  How does it change a peace deal if one side never gets to argue?
•  Was the Allied decision to exclude Germany smart, fair, both, or neither?
•  If you were handed a contract and told to sign it or be invaded, would signing mean you agreed with it?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: self-determination; 1919; writing; Diktat



	SLIDE 5
	June 28, 1919: The Hall of Mirrors


On-slide summary: June 28, 1919: The Hall of Mirrors; Signed at the Palace of Versailles, outside Paris.; France chose the Hall of Mirrors on purpose.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Tell the 1871 story first: Prussia beat France, and the German Empire was declared inside the French king's own palace. Then 1919 lands as payback in the same room.
•  The date is not a coincidence either. Sarajevo was 28 June 1914, so the signature falls exactly five years after the assassination that started the war.
	
	•  Germany sent its foreign minister and transport minister rather than its head of government, a deliberate signal that the state signed under protest.
•  Ask students to compare this staging to a modern rival celebrating a win on the other team's home floor, then bring the analogy back to how Germans remembered it.



	BACKGROUND
•  The German Empire was proclaimed in the Hall of Mirrors on 18 January 1871 after France's defeat in the Franco-Prussian War. Clemenceau chose the same room deliberately.
•  Franz Ferdinand was assassinated in Sarajevo on 28 June 1914. The treaty was signed on 28 June 1919, exactly five years later to the day.
•  The two German signatories were Hermann Mueller, the foreign minister, and Johannes Bell, the transport minister, from a government formed only days earlier.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would France care so much about which room the treaty was signed in?
•  Does humiliating a defeated enemy make a peace stronger or weaker?
•  Why might a government send junior ministers rather than its leader to sign?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: Mirrors; 1871; five



	SLIDE 6
	The Signing, June 28, 1919


On-slide summary: The Signing, June 28, 1919; Hall of Mirrors, 1919
TALKING POINTS
	•  The signing on June 28, 1919 filled the Hall of Mirrors with delegations, and the German signers were a small part of that room - the ceremony was staged to be seen.
•  The signing was a public ceremony with press photographers present, which tells you the Allies wanted the moment recorded and seen.
	
	•  Connect the mirrors and chandeliers back to 1871: this is the room where the German Empire was declared, now used for the opposite purpose.
•  What is the difference between a photograph of the signing and a painting of it, and which would you trust more as evidence?



	BACKGROUND
•  The photograph is by Helen Johns Kirtland and Lucian Swift Kirtland, held by the U.S. National Archives, and shows the delegations gathered for the signing on 28 June 1919.
•  The Hall of Mirrors was chosen for its capacity as well as its symbolism - the room had to hold delegations from dozens of nations plus the press.
•  Photographers were admitted deliberately. The Allies wanted the signing recorded as a public act, which is part of why it registered in Germany as a humiliation.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What does the size of this crowd tell you about who the treaty was written for?
•  Who is missing from this scene, and why does that matter?
•  What does it tell you that the Allies wanted this moment recorded?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks bound to this image slide; Section 3 is bound to the concept slide before it.



	SLIDE 7
	What Germany Lost: Territory


On-slide summary: What Germany Lost: Territory; Alsace-Lorraine; Back to France (Article 51)
TALKING POINTS
	•  Walk the table top to bottom and keep asking who gained, because every German loss is somebody else's gain and that is what makes the map unstable.
•  The Polish Corridor is the row that matters most for the 1930s: it physically cut East Prussia off from the rest of Germany.
	
	•  Distinguish a plebiscite from a transfer. North Schleswig voted; Alsace-Lorraine did not. That inconsistency is real ammunition for the debate in Part 5.
•  Put the 13 percent figure in perspective by asking students what losing an eighth of their state would feel like, then note the population loss of about 10 percent.



	BACKGROUND
•  Article 51 restores Alsace-Lorraine to France retroactive to the armistice of 11 November 1918, undoing the 1871 Treaty of Frankfort.
•  Article 49 put the Saar under League of Nations administration for fifteen years and provided for a plebiscite at the end of that period. The Saar voted to return to Germany in 1935.
•  Upper Silesia was settled by plebiscite in March 1921 and then partitioned, which is why it is not on this table as a simple transfer.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would access to a seaport matter enough to redraw a border?
•  Which of these territorial losses do you think angered Germans the most, and why?
•  Is a public vote a fair way to decide which country a region belongs to? What if the vote is close?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: Alsace-Lorraine; Polish; plebiscite; City; 13



	SLIDE 8
	What Germany Lost: Military Power


On-slide summary: What Germany Lost: Military Power; Army capped at 100,000; Article 160: 100,000 men including officers; General Staff dissolved.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Compare the 100,000 cap to Germany's prewar army of over 800,000 to show students this was not a trim, it was a dismantling.
•  The ban on conscription mattered more than the headcount because it stopped Germany from training a reserve pool it could call up quickly.
	
	•  Flag the Rhineland rows for later: this is the exact clause Hitler broke in 1936, and nobody stopped him, which is evidence for both sides of the Part 5 debate.
•  Ask students how you would actually check that a country had only 100,000 soldiers, and let them discover the enforcement problem for themselves.



	BACKGROUND
•  Article 160 required the reduction by 31 March 1920 and capped officers at 4,000. It also ordered the Great German General Staff dissolved.
•  Hitler announced rearmament and conscription in March 1935, openly breaking Articles 160 and 173, and remilitarized the Rhineland in March 1936 in breach of Articles 42 and 43.
•  Articles 42 and 43 demilitarized the Rhineland, barring German troops and fortifications on the left bank and within fifty kilometres of the right bank.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why disarm a country instead of just occupying it?
•  What happens to a rule that nobody is willing to enforce?
•  Which of these military limits would be hardest for a country to accept, and why?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: 100,000; volunteers; demilitarized; Rhineland; air



	SLIDE 9
	Article 231: What It Actually Says


On-slide summary: Article 231: What It Actually Says; Germany accepts responsibility for causing loss and damage.; The words war guilt and guilty appear nowhere in the article.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Have a student read the article aloud while the rest listen for the word guilt, then confirm out loud that it is not there.
•  Explain the legal function specifically: a liability clause has to exist before any bill can be sent, so this article is the hinge that makes Articles 232 and 233 work.
•  Point out that two Americans drafted it, which undercuts the common assumption that the harshest wording was purely French.
	
	•  Give students the car-accident analogy: accepting responsibility for the damage is not the same as being convicted of a crime, and insurance companies rely on that difference every day.
•  Name the aggression clause before a student finds it on the excerpt page: the article says the war was imposed by the aggression of Germany and her allies, so it assigns cause without using the word guilt.



	BACKGROUND
•  Article 231 sits in Part VIII, Section I, General Provisions. The only heading over it is that section title; the article itself is untitled.
•  The U.S. State Department's own documentary record calls war-guilt article a German interpretation of the clause rather than treaty language. The article's closing clause does attribute the war to the aggression of Germany and her allies.
•  Davis and Dulles drafted the clause to establish legal liability while Article 232 immediately narrowed what could actually be claimed. The two articles were written as a pair.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What is the difference between saying you are responsible for damage and saying you are guilty?
•  Why would lawyers write a liability clause before naming an amount?
•  Why would the drafters want a broad statement of responsibility followed straight away by a narrower bill?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: Article 231; nowhere; pay; Dulles



	SLIDE 10
	The Treaty as Published in English


On-slide summary: The Treaty as Published in English; English edition, 1919
TALKING POINTS
	•  Tell students this printed treaty volume runs to 440 articles, so the clause they just read is roughly one paragraph out of hundreds.
•  The English publication matters because the treaty was authenticated in both English and French, which is itself a break with the older all-French diplomatic tradition.
	
	•  Use the cover to reinforce genre: a treaty is legislation, not a press release, so its language is chosen for legal effect rather than emotional effect.
•  If the whole treaty is 440 articles, why do you think the public remembers only one of them?



	BACKGROUND
•  The full treaty runs to 440 articles across fifteen parts. Article 231 is a single paragraph inside Part VIII.
•  Part VIII, which holds Articles 231 to 233, is the reparations section. The same treaty created the League of Nations back in Part I.
•  The English and French texts were both official. Germany was handed the terms in those languages, not in German.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Does seeing the treaty as a printed legal document change how you read Article 231?
•  Why does it matter that a 440-article document is remembered for one paragraph?
•  If Germany received the terms in French and English, what practical problem does that create?



	GUIDED NOTES
	No blanks bound to this image slide; Section 6 is bound to the concept slide before it.



	SLIDE 11
	Responsibility vs. Guilt: Why the Nickname Stuck


On-slide summary: Responsibility vs. Guilt: Why the Nickname Stuck; Big Idea: War Guilt Clause is the popular nickname for Article 231; the phrase war guilt never appears in the treaty.; What the Article Does
TALKING POINTS
	•  Put the two columns side by side and name the gap explicitly: the left column is what lawyers wrote, the right column is what a nation heard, and the second one drove politics.
•  Article 232 is the clause almost nobody quotes because it actually limits the bill, which weakens the story that the treaty was purely vindictive.
	
	•  The near-identical clauses in the Austrian and Hungarian treaties prove this was boilerplate liability language, not a special verdict aimed at Germany alone.
•  Ask students for a modern example of a nickname that changed how people understood a law or a policy, then compare it to this one.



	BACKGROUND
•  Article 232 opens by conceding that Germany's resources are not adequate to make complete reparation, then limits the bill to damage done to the civilian population and their property.
•  German nationalist politicians ran a sustained campaign against the clause through the 1920s. Attacking the treaty was a way of attacking the Weimar Republic that signed it.
•  The near-identical clauses are Article 177 of the Treaty of Saint-Germain with Austria and Article 161 of the Treaty of Trianon with Hungary.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why is a nickname sometimes more powerful than the actual words of a law?
•  If the same clause was used on Austria and Hungary, why do we only remember Germany's?
•  Whose reading of a law should count - the people who wrote it, or the people it is applied to?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: War Guilt; 232; Hungary



	SLIDE 12
	Reparations: The Treaty Named No Number


On-slide summary: Reparations: The Treaty Named No Number; Reparations are payments a defeated nation makes for war damage.; Article 232 admits Germany's resources are not adequate to pay it all.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Say plainly that the treaty required reparations without naming an amount, because this is the single fact students most often get wrong on assessments.
•  Article 232's admission that German resources are not adequate is remarkable: the winners wrote into the treaty that the loser could not pay in full.
	
	•  Explain why the Allies deferred the number - they could not agree among themselves, and a public figure in 1919 would have blown up the conference.
•  Ask students what it does to a country's politics to owe an unknown debt for two years while the bill is being calculated.



	BACKGROUND
•  Article 233 required the Reparation Commission to notify Germany of the amount on or before 1 May 1921 and to draw up a payment schedule covering thirty years from that date.
•  Article 232 also required Germany to reimburse Belgium for wartime loans from the Allies, with five percent interest, as a consequence of the 1839 treaty violation.
•  Article 233 also let the Commission extend the payment period beyond thirty years if Germany defaulted, which is why the later Dawes and Young Plans were possible without a new treaty.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Would you sign a contract that says you owe money but does not say how much?
•  Why might the Allies have preferred to postpone naming the total?
•  What are the risks, for both sides, of leaving the amount open in 1919?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: Reparations; adequate; Reparation; 1921; sum



	SLIDE 13
	Where 132 Billion Gold Marks Came From


On-slide summary: Where 132 Billion Gold Marks Came From; June 28, 1919; Treaty signed - liability accepted, no amount set
TALKING POINTS
	•  Make the date discipline a class rule: any student who says 132 billion must also say 1921, because the two-year gap is the whole point of this table.
•  Distinguish the two bodies in rows two and three - the Reparation Commission set the sum, the Allied Supreme Council set the payment schedule.
	
	•  The bottom two rows matter for the debate: the bill was cut twice in the 1920s and cancelled in 1932, which is evidence that the terms were not fixed forever.
•  Ask students why a country would accept an unaffordable bill rather than refuse, and steer them to the Ruhr threat in row four.



	BACKGROUND
•  The Reparation Commission fixed 132 milliard gold marks on 27 April 1921. The Allied Supreme Council then issued the London Schedule of Payments on 5 May 1921 as an ultimatum with a six-day deadline.
•  Germany accepted on 11 May 1921 after a Reichstag vote of 220 to 172, under an explicit threat to occupy the Ruhr industrial region.
•  The Lausanne Conference of 1932 effectively ended reparations, cancelling everything but a token payment Germany never made.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why does it matter whether the figure came from 1919 or 1921?
•  What does it tell you that the Allies had to threaten invasion to get agreement?
•  Why is the number people remember the 1921 figure rather than what was actually paid?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: 132; Schedule; Ruhr; Lausanne



	SLIDE 14
	The A, B, and C Bonds


On-slide summary: The A, B, and C Bonds; A bonds - 12 billion; Set by the London Schedule in May 1921; mostly a balance Germany already owed.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Do the arithmetic on the board with students: 12 plus 38 is 50, and 132 minus 50 leaves the 82 billion in C bonds.
•  Explain the political logic - Allied voters had been promised the Germans would pay for everything, so the headline number had to look enormous.
	
	•  Be explicit that this is contested history: Marks calls the C bonds a sham, while other historians argue they kept real pressure on Germany.
•  Extension for students who want more: compare the 132 billion announced in 1921 with the roughly 20 billion gold marks Germany had actually paid by 1932; historians' estimates vary between about 19 and 21 billion.



	BACKGROUND
•  The London Schedule split the 132 billion into A bonds of 12 billion, B bonds of 38 billion, and C bonds of 82 billion. A and B carried six percent annually; the C bonds carried no immediate service.
•  Sally Marks argued in 1978 that the C bonds were designed to mislead public opinion in the receiving countries. Historians such as Niall Ferguson dispute that reading, so present both.
•  Marks argues about intent, which is hard to prove. Ferguson counters that the C bonds still hung over German credit and policy whether or not anyone expected to collect them. Both readings use the same numbers.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Why would governments publish a number they did not expect to collect?
•  Does it change your view of the treaty if the real demand was 50 billion rather than 132?
•  How would you decide between two historians who agree on the numbers but disagree about what they meant?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: 50; 82; Marks



	SLIDE 15
	How People Reacted


On-slide summary: How People Reacted; In Germany; Called a Diktat and a peace of shame.
TALKING POINTS
	•  The key move here is that the treaty satisfied nobody, which is the strongest single piece of evidence that it was a compromise rather than a French dictation.
•  Foch's twenty-year prediction lands almost exactly - 1919 plus twenty is 1939 - so ask whether that is insight or coincidence.
	
	•  The American refusal to ratify is the quiet disaster: the security guarantee France was promised evaporated, and the League opened without the United States.
•  Extension: students who want more can look up how Keynes's book shaped British opinion and made enforcing the treaty politically harder.



	BACKGROUND
•  John Maynard Keynes resigned from the British delegation and published The Economic Consequences of the Peace in December 1919, arguing the terms would wreck the European economy.
•  The U.S. Senate rejected ratification twice, in November 1919 and March 1920. The United States concluded a separate Treaty of Berlin with Germany in August 1921.
•  Foch objected that the treaty gave France no defensible frontier on the Rhine. His “twenty years” remark complained the terms were too weak, not too harsh.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  What does it tell you that both sides thought the treaty went the wrong way?
•  Was Foch predicting the future or just complaining about his own side?
•  Foch and the German nationalists both hated the treaty, for opposite reasons. What does that tell you about it?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: shame; Foch; Senate; Keynes



	SLIDE 16
	Did the Treaty Cause World War II?


On-slide summary: Did the Treaty Cause World War II?; Key Concept: Historians still argue this. Your job is not to pick the popular answer; it is to defend one answer with evidence.; Yes - the case
TALKING POINTS
	•  Insist on the distinction between a cause and a condition: the treaty created grievances, but people had to choose to act on them in the 1930s.
•  The strongest item on the right is enforcement. The clauses Hitler broke in 1935 and 1936 were still on the books, and nobody enforced them.
	
	•  The strongest item on the left is the Ruhr occupation, because it links a specific reparations default to the hyperinflation that wiped out German savings.
•  Tell students the Part 5 rubric rewards naming a specific article, date, or figure, so a vague strong opinion scores lower than a modest claim with evidence.



	BACKGROUND
•  France and Belgium occupied the Ruhr in January 1923 after a reparations default, triggering passive resistance and the hyperinflation that destroyed German savings.
•  Estimates of what Germany actually paid range from about 19 to 21 billion gold marks, far short of the 50 billion in A and B bonds, let alone 132 billion.
•  The strongest version of the “no” case is that the treaty went unenforced after 1935 - the limits existed on paper while Britain and France chose not to act.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which single piece of evidence on this slide is the strongest, and why?
•  Can a treaty cause a war twenty years later, or do people have to choose that?
•  What evidence would change your mind on this question?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: Ruhr; Depression; self-determination



	SLIDE 17
	Key Takeaways


On-slide summary: Key Takeaways; Signed June 28, 1919; entered into force January 10, 1920.; Germany was shown the terms, not allowed to negotiate them.
TALKING POINTS
	•  Have students cover the screen and try to say all five takeaways aloud, then check themselves against the slide.
•  Takeaway three is the one to over-teach because the nickname is everywhere and the actual wording is not.
	
	•  Takeaway four is the date-discipline rule again: the total came in 1921, so any answer that pins 132 billion to 1919 is wrong.
•  Which takeaway would you reach for first to defend a yes verdict in Part 5, and which one would you use for a no?



	BACKGROUND
•  Takeaways three and four are the two most commonly misremembered facts about the treaty and both appear on the quiz and the exit ticket.
•  Takeaway two explains German bitterness better than the terms themselves do - the exclusion from negotiating, not just the content.
•  Takeaway five is the exit ticket target. Students should leave able to name evidence on both sides, whichever side they pick.
	
	DISCUSSION QUESTIONS
•  Which of these five takeaways surprised you most today?
•  Which takeaway would you reach for first if you had to argue the treaty was fair?
•  Which single fact from today would you most want to correct in a textbook?



	GUIDED NOTES
	Blanks: 1920; responsibility; debate
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