
THE OBJECTIVE TRUTH PROJECT
The Objective Truth Project explores the cyclical nature of history, how we’re 
being taught history, and how we should absorb it. The overarching message is 
about how society today needs to put more brain power into how we consume 
history and turn a critical eye on historical interpretation and bias. Through 
collaboration with the History Channel, this information can be brought to a 
wider audience while also driving interest toward their website.

BACKSTORY
When trying to come up with a proposal concept for this proj-
ect, I had actaully just come off of a three week binge of all 
of the Downton Abbey seasons in preparation for the movie’s 
release. Watching the show, which is set in the late 1920s, got 
me thinking about the reflections of what my generation is 
facing and the plights of the young women in the show. Orig-
inally, that was the only thing this project was going to focus 
on. But I felt that the ideas of thinking critically, implementing 
analysis, and examining bias when it comes to history writing 
were much more important to talk about and would have more 
impact on the audience. 

While researching this change in direction, I found a multi-
tude of sources to pull from but not many people outside of 
scholarly sources were talking about the need to examine how 
history is written. I thought it was perfect to place myself and 
my organization (Objective Truth Project) in a collabortation 
with the History Channel. The History Channel took a turn a 
couple of years ago into “history adjacent” topics.

GOALS & OBJECTIVES
The objective of this campaign is to educate and encourage 
young Americans to rethink how they’ve viewed history (a bor-
ing unnessecary subject) and learn to use it as a tool to better 
understand the world around them. 

TARGET AUDIENCE
Our target audience is American young adults between the 
ages of 18-35 who aren’t necessarily interested in history but 
might be feeling hopeless about the state of the world and are 
looking for a path forward.
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  1.   Guerrilla advertising  
campaign

2. Motion graphic socail ad

3.  Packaging design for a blank history 
book, and other merchandise

4. Brochure

COMPETITION
National Geographic
Discovery Channel
Smithsonian Learning Lab
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Do You Understand 
Your History?
Who writes our history? Who chooses what should be re-
membered and why? Why did we boil down the 1920s to 
a time of speakeasies and parties and wealth? Who will re-
member us now? And will we be proud of what they learn?
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Do You Understand Your 
History?
Who writes our history? Who chooses what should be remembered 
and why? Why did we boil down the 1920s to a time of speakeasies 
and parties and wealth? Who will remember us now? And will we 
be proud of what they learn?

TYPE STUDIES

This Winston Churchill quote, while snap-
py and effective as a propaganda tool to 
encourage the Allied Forces during WWII, 
is not an accurate representation of the 
work that goes into compiling history, 
where the voices come from, and how 
historians analyze bias. 
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Platelet OT | Didot

DO YOU UNDERSTAND YOUR 
HISTORY?
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DO YOU UNDERSTAND YOUR 
HISTORY?

Who writes our history? Who chooses what should be re-
membered and why? Why did we boil down the 1920s to 
a time of speakeasies and parties and wealth? Who will re-
member us now? And will we be proud of what they learn?
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A generation of young adults are 
experiencing a world miles more 
progressive than their parents’. 
Women are taking on a different 
role in society with fierce opposi-
tion from some men. Great indus-
tries of old are declining and 
making way for innovation.

Have you 

questioned any 

of your biases ?
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 There are many facets to the job 
title historian and many different 
branches to the field. There are 
those who analyze certain pe-
riods of the past, those who 
actively work to collect the new 
history, and many more variations 
of these disciplines. Generally, a 
historian conducts historical re-
search for identification purposes 

or works in conservation and 
preservation of historic places, 
materials, manuscripts, records, 
and other artifacts. 
 Historians, generally, disagree 
with each other quite often. Ar-
gument is really the backbone of 
the historian’s profession. With-
out it we could not have nuanced 
interpretation of historical facts.

A Historian’s Role

DEFINING
HISTORY

 There is a common misconcep-
tion that history is just a “collec-
tion of facts about the past.” 
Textbooks generally reinforce this 
idea by being written as though 
they should only be collections 
of information. History is not just 
a “collection of facts;” it’s a series 

of arguments about events of the 
past on the basis on what was 
recorded either during the event 
or afterwards. These recordings 
range from written documents, 
cultural artifacts, oral traditions, 
and photo and video evidence.

Who are we without analysis?

 The term “critical thinking” 
has been around since the 
1930s, first introduced by 
John Dewey, an American 
philosopher. He wanted stu-
dents to begin having reflec-
tive thoughts on what they 
were being taught and to 
begin questioning, predict-
ing, analyzing, examining 
opinions, identifying values 
and issues, detecting bias, 
and distinguishing between 
differnt alternatives. 

 Without critical thinking, 
a student would just be a 
machine capable of regur-
gitating biased facts but 
incapable of forming their 
own opinions or engaging 
in debate. If you’ve never 
questioned the way the 
world works, the biases that 
shaped it, or the subjective 
opinion being presented to 
you as fact, then how will 
you be able to function 
when any of those base 

assumptions are shaken or 
your woldview changed?
 The next time, you are 
presented a fact in a his-
tory textbook or even by 
the news, ask yourself how 
one might have drawn that 
conclusion? Is that the only 
interpretation? What influ-
enced the author? Maybe 
then you can engage in 
some complex thinking.

CRITICAL
THINKINGWho are we without analysis?

 The term “critical thinking” 
has been around since the 
1930s, first introduced by 
John Dewey, an American 
philosopher. He wanted stu-
dents to begin having reflec-
tive thoughts on what they 
were being taught and to 
begin questioning, predict-
ing, analyzing, examining 
opinions, identifying values 
and issues, detecting bias, 
and distinguishing between 
differnt alternatives. 

 Without critical thinking, 
a student would just be a 
machine capable of regur-
gitating biased facts but 
incapable of forming their 
own opinions or engaging 
in debate. If you’ve never 
questioned the way the 
world works, the biases that 
shaped it, or the subjective 
opinion being presented to 
you as fact, then how will 
you be able to function 
when any of those base 

assumptions are shaken or 
your woldview changed?
 The next time, you are 
presented a fact in a his-
tory textbook or even by 
the news, ask yourself how 
one might have drawn that 
conclusion? Is that the only 
interpretation? What influ-
enced the author? Maybe 
then you can engage in 
some complex thinking.
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DEFINING
HISTORY

There is a common misconcep-
tion that history is just a “collec-
tion of facts about the past.” 
Textbooks generally reinforce this 
idea by being written as though 
they should only be collections 
of information. History is not just 
a “collection of facts;” it’s a series 

of arguments about events of the 
past on the basis on what was 
recorded either during the event 
or afterwards. These recordings 
range from written documents, 
cultural artifacts, oral traditions, 
and photo and video evidence.

There are many facets to the job 
title historian and many different 
branches to the field. There are 
those who analyze certain 
periods of the past, those who 
actively work to collect the new 
history, and many more variations 
of these disciplines. Generally, 
a historian conducts historical 
research for identification pur-

poses or works in conservation 
and preservation of historic 
places, materials, manuscripts, 
records, and other artifacts. 
 Historians, generally, disagree 
with each other quite often. Ar-
gument is really the backbone of 
the historian’s profession. With-
out it we could not have nuanced 
interpretation of historical facts.

A historian’s role

CRITICAL
THINKINGWho are we without analysis?
The term “critical thinking” 
has been around since the 
1930s, first introduced by 
John Dewey, an American 
philosopher. He wanted 
students to begin having 
reflective thoughts on what 
they were being taught 
and to begin questioning, 
predicting, analyzing, 
examining opinions, 
identifying values and 
issues, detecting bias, and 
distinguishing between 

differnt alternatives. 
 Without critical thinking, 
a student would just be a 
machine capable of regur-
gitating biased facts but 
incapable of forming their 
own opinions or engaging 
in debate. If you’ve never 
questioned the way the 
world works, the biases that 
shaped it, or the subjective 
opinion being presented to 
you as fact, then how will 
you be able to function 

when any of those base 
assumptions are shaken or 
your woldview changed?
 The next time, you are 
presented a fact in a history 
textbook or even by the 
news, ask yourself how 
one might have drawn that 
conclusion? Is that the only 
interpretation? What influ-
enced the author? Maybe 
then you can engage in 
some complex thinking.

ASSUM
PTION

Most people think of World War I as 
a tragedy because it didn’t need to 
happen and didn’t really accomplish 
much. So when we talk about the 
causes of the war, inevitably, we’re 
also assigning blame.

The immediate cause was, 
of course, the assassination 
in Sarajevo of the Austrian 
Archduke Franz Ferdinand 
on June 28, 1914, by a Bos-
nian Serb nationalist named 
Gavrilo Princip. Quick aside: 
It’s worth noting that the first 
big war of the 20th century 
began with an act of terror-
ism.But in general, when 
we talk about World Wars, 
as when we talk about World 
Cups, we pretty quickly end 
up discussing Germany.
 
The idea that the root cause 
of World War I was Germany, 

or more specifically, German 
militarism, continues to be 
popular. This has been the 
case ever since the 1960s 
when a historian, Fritz 
Fisher, identified Germany 
as the chief cause of the 
war. But Germany’s guilt for 
the war was also written into 
the Versailles Peace Treaty, 
in article 231, and most will 
be familiar with the idea 
that anger over that clause 
its incumbent debts helped 
lead to Hitler’s rise. The 
Treaty of Versailles, which 
ended World War I, fixed 
the blame for the war on 

Germany, which proved ruinous to the German 
economy and destructive 
to its political institutions.
 Also, pretty much howev-
er you slice it Germany was 
definitely responsible for 
starting World War II, and 
looking back that made it 
more plausible that they 
would have also stated 
World War I, because, you 
know, they had a history 
of starting wars. To be fair, 
the definition of a Western 
European nation is “has a 
history of starting wars”. 
Unless you’re the Swiss.

*sourced from CrashCourse

one

BROADER
PICTURE

Attributing militarism to 
entire national populations is 
tricky. One nation’s militarism 
is another nation’s strong 
national defense.

It wasn’t just Germans who 
were militaristic in 1914. 
The idea of “the glory of 
war” was a very popular 
concept all over Europe, 
and there’s no evidence 
that the German people of 
1914 were any more or less 
militaristic than the French 
or the Russians, They all had 
poetry that celebrated hero-
ic sacrifice and dying for the 
Mother and/or Fatherland.
 But there’s another prob-
lem with the idea that the 
Germans were more eager 
for war than anyone else 
in Europe. That argument 
relies a lot on the behavior 
of Kaiser Wilhelm II, the Ger-
man leader, and the Kaiser 
did make some stupid public statements, 

which in turn made people 
fear that Germans were 
eager for war. So Wilhelm 
became kind of a stand-in 
for German aggression, a 
literal cartoon villain, upon 
whom the world, especially 
the English, could project 
their stereotypes.
 Germany is not entirely 
blameless. Germany offered 
that so-called “blank check” 
that Germans would always 
support Austro-Hungarian’s 
ultimatum to Serbia. And 
in some ways this empow-
ering by Germany’s support 
encouraged Austria’s 
foreign minister, Berchtold, 
to behave as recklessly as 
possible, under the mistaken 
impression that this is what 

the Germans wanted him to 
do. In reality, the Germans 
offered the Austrians the 
assurance of support in the 
hopes that it wouldn’t lead 
to war. It can be argued that 
in fact most of the blame for 
starting World War I should 
fall on the shoulders of the 
Austrians, after all, they were 
the ones who issued the ul-
timatum to Serbia, and they 
were the first to declare 
war, although only against 
Serbia. But, the Germans 
were the first to declare war 
on a major power, Russia, on 
August 1st, and the German 
advance on France through 
Belgium is what brought 
Britain into the war.

*sourced from CrashCourse

BIAS &
EDITINGIs objective truth possible?
Every person on this planet 
has some sort of bias 
whether they know it or not. 
Biases are shaped by every 
individual’s experiences and 
how they have let those 
experiences inform their 
decision making process. 
While historians try their 
hardest to take an objective 
stance sometimes those 
biases creep in. Historians 
combat these biases with 
peer review. 
 So, going back to WWI 
and the thing about the 
blame game. There are 
many origin stories of the 
Great War, and they’re important, 

but ours centers on diplomatic history. 
There are a few reasons for 
this, first, the decision to go 
to war was ultimately in 
the hands of a very small 
group of diplomats. It’s 
still diplomats who decide 
whether to go to war. So 
understanding what makes 
governments and diplomats 
decide to go to war is very 
important.
 But looking at the diplo-
matic causes of the war 
also reveals something 
to us about the pitfalls of 
writing history. Historians 
have to sift through all 
these sources and make 

choices about which ones to emphasize. 

I’m no historian, but in creating 
this booklet, I had to make 
choices that many of you 
will disagree with. Either 
because you don’t think I 
gave enough evidence or 
because you don’t like the 
things that we emphasized, 
and that’s great. It’s these 
constructive and critical 
conversations that lead us 
to dig deeper, to consult 
more primary sources, to 
read more broadly, and 
that in turn leads to a richer 
understanding of the world 
and a more engaged life.*sourced from CrashCourse

YESOr that ’s what ’s
been taught
If you had your early education 
in the United State’s you might 
be familiar with the idea that the 
United States was integral to the 
Allie’s triumph over the Axis pow-
ers during WWII.  And, yes the 
United State’s did play a role in 
their triumph but not as large as 
you think. Unsurprisingly, your 
history teachers aren’t the only 
culprit in this. The American pro-
paganda machine in conjunction 
with Hollywood had a big role to play in 

influencing the collective Amer-
ican conscience into believing 
the wonderfully spun storied 
of American heroism during 
WWII. The end of the second 
world war led very quickly into 
the start of the Cold War and 
the American government was 
very invested in projecting the 
image of democratic triumph in 
the face of dictatorship even at 
the expense of a former ally.
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THOSE WHO CANNOT

ARE DOOMED TO REPEAT IT.
—Santayana

REMEMBER THE PAST
A collaboration between:

Please visit History.com for more information.

The Objective Truth Project’s goal is to highlight 
the discrepencies in how history is taught to the 
average person. By bringing this to your atten-
tion we hope to broaden the horizons of our 
audience to begin thinking critically about the 
history they consume.

Special thanks to the following groups for 
providing information for this project:

Crash Course World History / The Stanford 
Encyclopedia of Philosiphy / The American 
Historical Association / The History Channel / 
A Wealth of Common Sense
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OVERVIEW
The Objective Truth Project’s goal is to high-
light the discrepencies in how history is taught 
to the average person. By bringing this to your 
attention we hope to broaden the horizons of 
our audience to begin thinking critically about 
the history they consume.
 Special thanks to the following groups for 
providing information for this project:
 Crash Course World History / The Stanford 
Encyclopedia of Philosiphy / The American His-
torical Association / The History Channel / A 
Wealth of Common Sense
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WHOARE WE?

 There is a common misconception that his-
tory is just a “collection of facts about the 
past.” Textbooks generally reinforce this idea 
by being written as though they should only be 
collections of information. History is not just a 
“collection of facts;” it’s a series of arguments 
about events of the past on the basis on what 
was recorded either during the event or after-
wards. These recordings range from written 
documents, cultural artifacts, oral traditions, 
and photo and video evidence.Lorem ipsum 
dolor sit amet, consectetuer adipiscing elit, sed 
diam nonummy nibh euismod tincidunt ut 

laoreet dolore magna aliquam erat volutpat. Ut 
wisi enim ad minim veniam, quis nostrud exerci 
tation ullamcorper suscipit lobortis nisl ut 
aliquip ex ea commodo consequat. Duis autem 
vel eum iriure dolor in hendrerit in vulputate 
velit esse molestie consequat, vel illum dolore 
eu feugiat nulla facilisis at vero eros et ac
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WHAT IS
HISTORY?

There are many facets to the job title historian 
and many different branches to the field. 
There are those who analyze certain periods of 
the past, those who actively work to collect 
the new history, and many more variations of 
these disciplines. Generally, a historian con-
ducts historical research for identification pur-
poses or works in conservation and preserva-
tion of historic places, materials, manuscripts, 
records, and other artifacts. 

 Historians, generally, disagree with each 
other quite often. Argument is really the back-
bone of the historian’s profession. Without it 
we could not have nuanced interpretation of 
historical facts.

There is a common misconception that history 
is just a “collection of facts about the past.” 
Textbooks generally reinforce this idea by 
being written as though they should only be 
collections of information. 
 History is not just a “collection of facts;” it’s 
a series of arguments about events of the past 
on the basis on what was recorded either 
during the event or afterwards. These record-
ings range from written documents, cultural 
artifacts, oral traditions, and, more recently, 
photo and video evidence. 
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CRITICAL
THINKING

The term “critical thinking” has been around 
since the 1930s, first introduced by John 
Dewey, an American philosopher. He wanted 
students to being having reflective thoughts 
on what they were being taught and to begin 
questioning, predicting, analyzing, synthesiz-
ing, examining opinions, identifying values 
and issues, detecting bias, and distinguishing 
between alternatives. 
 Without critical thinking, a student would 
just be a machine capable of regurgitating 
biased facts but incapable of forming their 
own opinions or engaging in debate. If you’ve 
never questioned the way the world works 
around you, the biases that shaped it, or the 
subjective opinion being presented to you as 
fact, then how will you be able to function 
when any base assumptions are shaken?
 The next time, you are presented a fact in a 
history textbook or even by the news, ask 
yourself how one might have drawn that con-
clusion? Is that the only interpretation? What 
influenced the author? Maybe then you can 
engage in complex thinking and have a more 
nuanced view of the world and its history.

WHAT CAUSED WW||?

Most people think of World War I as a tragedy 
because it didn’t need to happen and didn’t 
really accomplish much, except for creating 
social and economic conditions that made 
World War II possible. So when we talk about 
the causes of the war, inevitably, we’re also as-
signing blame.
 The immediate cause was, of course, the 
assassination in Sarajevo of the Austrian Arch-
duke Franz Ferdinand on June 28, 1914, by a 
Bosnian Serb nationalist named Gavrilo Prin-
cip. Quick aside: It’s worth noting that the first 
big war of the 20th century began with an act 
of terrorism which is very interesting.

ASSUMPTION 1

 But in general, when we talk about World Wars, as when we talk 
about World Cups, we pretty quickly end up discussing Germany. 
The idea that the root cause of World War I was Germany, or more 
specifically, German militarism, continues to be popular. This has 
been the case ever since the 1960s when a historian, Fritz Fisher, 
identified Germany as the chief cause of the war. But Germany's 
guilt for the war was also written into the Versailles Peace Treaty, in 
article 231, and most will be familiar with the idea that anger over 
that clause its incumbent debts helped lead to Hitler's rise. The 
Treaty of Versailles, which ended World War I, fixed the blame for 
the war on Germany, which proved ruinous to the German econo-
my and destructive to its political institutions.
 Also, pretty much however you slice it Germany was definitely 
responsible for starting World War II, and looking back that made 
it more plausible that they would have also stated World War I, 
because, you know, they had a history of starting wars. To be fair, 
the definition of a Western European nation is "has a history of 
starting wars". Unless you're the Swiss. (from CrashCourse)

ASSUMPTION 2
Attributing characteristics like militarism or authoritarianism to entire national pop-
ulations is tricky. One nation's militarism is another nation's strong national de-
fense.
 It wasn't just Germans who were militaristic in 1914. The idea of "the glory of 
war" was a very popular concept all over Europe, and there's no evidence that the 
German people of 1914 were any more or less militaristic than the French or the 
Russians, They all had poetry that celebrated heroic sacrifice and dying for the 
Mother- and/or Fatherland.
 But there's another problem with the idea that the Germans were more eager 
for war than anyone else in Europe. That argument relies a lot on the behavior of 
Kaiser Wilhelm II, the German leader, and the Kaiser did make some stupid public 
statements, which in turn made people fear that Germans were eager for war.¨So 
Wilhelm became kind of a stand-in for German aggression, a literal cartoon villain, 
upon whom the world, especially the English, could project their stereotypes.

 Germany is not entirely blameless. Germany offered that so-called "blank 
check" that Germans would always support Austro-Hungarian's ultimatum to 
Serbia. And in some ways this empowering by Germany's support encouraged 
Austria's foreign minister, Berchtold, to behave as recklessly as possible, under the 
mistaken impression that this is what the Germans wanted him to do. In reality, the 
Germans offered the Austrians the assurance of support in the hopes that it 
wouldn't lead to war.¨
 It can be argued that in fact most of the blame for starting World War I should 
fall on the shoulders of the Austrians, after all, they were the ones who issued the 
ultimatum to Serbia, and they were the first to declare war, although only against 
Serbia. But, the Germans were the first to declare war on a major power, Russia, 
on August 1st, and the German advance on France through Belgium is what 
brought Britain into the war. And those are pretty solid arguments that Germany 
turned the conflict from a regional thing in the Balkans, which isn't unprecedent-
ed, to a big pan-European war.¨

 But I don't think we're done assigning blame, because we didn't just have a 
pan-European war, we had a world war. Of all the major powers, Russia was the 
first to mobilize its massive army, and it was Russia's mobilization that drew Ger-
many, France, and Britain into the war.
 There was really no good reason for Russia to mobilize in the first place. When 
Austria declared war on Serbia on July 28th, the Austrians could not mobilize their 
own troops for two weeks, because they were on harvest break. But even if Austria 
had mobilized and attacked immediately, their initial plan was an attack on Bel-
grade, not Russia. Now, Vienna did have a plan to mobilize against both Serbia 
and Russia, but they never used it. But even if Austria had launched an all-out 
attack on Russia, Russia had begun its pre-mobilization, the period preparatory to 
war, on July 25th. July 25th was before the Serbs had even responded to the Aus-
trian ultimatum. It's hard to play the blameless victim when you're moving all your 
troops to the border. So here we have Austrians and Germans receiving reports of 
Russian troops massing on their borders that seems kind of like war.
(sourced from CrashCourse)
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CRITICAL
THINKING

The term “critical thinking” has been around 
since the 1930s, first introduced by John 
Dewey, an American philosopher. He wanted 
students to being having reflective thoughts 
on what they were being taught and to begin 
questioning, predicting, analyzing, synthesiz-
ing, examining opinions, identifying values 
and issues, detecting bias, and distinguishing 
between alternatives. 
 Without critical thinking, a student would 
just be a machine capable of regurgitating 
biased facts but incapable of forming their 
own opinions or engaging in debate. If you’ve 
never questioned the way the world works 
around you, the biases that shaped it, or the 
subjective opinion being presented to you as 
fact, then how will you be able to function 
when any base assumptions are shaken?
 The next time, you are presented a fact in a 
history textbook or even by the news, ask 
yourself how one might have drawn that con-
clusion? Is that the only interpretation? What 
influenced the author? Maybe then you can 
engage in complex thinking and have a more 
nuanced view of the world and its history.

WHAT CAUSED WW||?

Most people think of World War I as a tragedy 
because it didn’t need to happen and didn’t 
really accomplish much, except for creating 
social and economic conditions that made 
World War II possible. So when we talk about 
the causes of the war, inevitably, we’re also as-
signing blame.
 The immediate cause was, of course, the 
assassination in Sarajevo of the Austrian Arch-
duke Franz Ferdinand on June 28, 1914, by a 
Bosnian Serb nationalist named Gavrilo Prin-
cip. Quick aside: It’s worth noting that the first 
big war of the 20th century began with an act 
of terrorism which is very interesting.

ASSUMPTION 1

 But in general, when we talk about World Wars, as when we talk 
about World Cups, we pretty quickly end up discussing Germany. 
The idea that the root cause of World War I was Germany, or more 
specifically, German militarism, continues to be popular. This has 
been the case ever since the 1960s when a historian, Fritz Fisher, 
identified Germany as the chief cause of the war. But Germany's 
guilt for the war was also written into the Versailles Peace Treaty, in 
article 231, and most will be familiar with the idea that anger over 
that clause its incumbent debts helped lead to Hitler's rise. The 
Treaty of Versailles, which ended World War I, fixed the blame for 
the war on Germany, which proved ruinous to the German econo-
my and destructive to its political institutions.
 Also, pretty much however you slice it Germany was definitely 
responsible for starting World War II, and looking back that made 
it more plausible that they would have also stated World War I, 
because, you know, they had a history of starting wars. To be fair, 
the definition of a Western European nation is "has a history of 
starting wars". Unless you're the Swiss. (from CrashCourse)

ASSUMPTION 2
Attributing characteristics like militarism or authoritarianism to entire national pop-
ulations is tricky. One nation's militarism is another nation's strong national de-
fense.
 It wasn't just Germans who were militaristic in 1914. The idea of "the glory of 
war" was a very popular concept all over Europe, and there's no evidence that the 
German people of 1914 were any more or less militaristic than the French or the 
Russians, They all had poetry that celebrated heroic sacrifice and dying for the 
Mother- and/or Fatherland.
 But there's another problem with the idea that the Germans were more eager 
for war than anyone else in Europe. That argument relies a lot on the behavior of 
Kaiser Wilhelm II, the German leader, and the Kaiser did make some stupid public 
statements, which in turn made people fear that Germans were eager for war.¨So 
Wilhelm became kind of a stand-in for German aggression, a literal cartoon villain, 
upon whom the world, especially the English, could project their stereotypes.

 Germany is not entirely blameless. Germany offered that so-called "blank 
check" that Germans would always support Austro-Hungarian's ultimatum to 
Serbia. And in some ways this empowering by Germany's support encouraged 
Austria's foreign minister, Berchtold, to behave as recklessly as possible, under the 
mistaken impression that this is what the Germans wanted him to do. In reality, the 
Germans offered the Austrians the assurance of support in the hopes that it 
wouldn't lead to war.¨
 It can be argued that in fact most of the blame for starting World War I should 
fall on the shoulders of the Austrians, after all, they were the ones who issued the 
ultimatum to Serbia, and they were the first to declare war, although only against 
Serbia. But, the Germans were the first to declare war on a major power, Russia, 
on August 1st, and the German advance on France through Belgium is what 
brought Britain into the war. And those are pretty solid arguments that Germany 
turned the conflict from a regional thing in the Balkans, which isn't unprecedent-
ed, to a big pan-European war.¨

 But I don't think we're done assigning blame, because we didn't just have a 
pan-European war, we had a world war. Of all the major powers, Russia was the 
first to mobilize its massive army, and it was Russia's mobilization that drew Ger-
many, France, and Britain into the war.
 There was really no good reason for Russia to mobilize in the first place. When 
Austria declared war on Serbia on July 28th, the Austrians could not mobilize their 
own troops for two weeks, because they were on harvest break. But even if Austria 
had mobilized and attacked immediately, their initial plan was an attack on Bel-
grade, not Russia. Now, Vienna did have a plan to mobilize against both Serbia 
and Russia, but they never used it. But even if Austria had launched an all-out 
attack on Russia, Russia had begun its pre-mobilization, the period preparatory to 
war, on July 25th. July 25th was before the Serbs had even responded to the Aus-
trian ultimatum. It's hard to play the blameless victim when you're moving all your 
troops to the border. So here we have Austrians and Germans receiving reports of 
Russian troops massing on their borders that seems kind of like war.
(sourced from CrashCourse)
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