WWI – INEVITABLE CATASTROPHE OR A SET OF MISTAKES?

The First World War of 1914-1918 became a military conflict on a global scale, which led our, and not only, country to the collapse of the monarchy and the entire existing state system. It was a conflict between the leading world powers (including Russia) for the redistribution of influence spheres, and it had been drawing to a head for a long time.
This topic will always be relevant, not only in our time but also for future generations. After all, it is not for nothing that it is said that if you forget history, then it will repeat. People must learn a lesson from this terrible war so that devastation and chaos do not come to our world again.
This topic needs to be discussed from different sides - both realists and liberalists and neo-Marxists, but this work will present only the views of realists, as a hard look at the situation.
Unfortunately, there are not so many reflections on the war itself, the horrific consequences and, the legacy after it. It is unclear what caused this: dubious political decisions or lack of sober thinking, which requires certain measures. The history of the past strongly influences future history, so we must learn the consequences for the future, and learn the lesson.
To figure out whether this war was an inevitable catastrophe or a set of mistakes, it is needed to figure out what is led to its beginning.
The main and most formal reason for the start of the war was the assassination of the Austrian Archduke Franz Ferdinand by a Serbian terrorist on June 28, 1914. At this turning point, on the one hand, the Triple Alliance of Germany, Austria-Hungary, and Italy took shape, and on the other, England, France, and Russia were united in the Entente military bloc.
The First World War became one of the most destructive wars in modern history. Almost ten million soldiers died, far more than the total number of victims of all wars in the previous hundred years. The damage to buildings and industrial facilities was catastrophic, especially in France and Belgium, where the worst fighting was taking place.
One of the features of the First World War is how developed Germany, Britain, France, and Austria-Hungary were before the war: they were the best civilizations imaginable. But none of this mattered - what seemed like the world suddenly fell upon the war that had broken out between these very countries, because of the strangest knocked down and decisions that took everyone by surprise.
Asked whether the war was inevitable or planned, Dr. Annika Mombauer replies: "I believe that it did not happen by chance and that it could have been avoided in July 1914. In Vienna, the government and the military wanted a war with Serbia." [2] She also notes that diplomatic trash was not important for the countries of the attackers, they wanted to preserve and expand their empires, and that is why the war began, which subsequently led them to collapse.
The most famous existing argument in our time is the cult of the offensive, according to which leaders, who only thought about how to win, unreasonably attacked countries because they thought that an attack would have the advantage. They did not think about the possible loss of people, devastation, and the rest, they were driven only by the desire to take their own (and maybe not theirs). [1]
The next argument is that those same leaders viewed the world only in a certain way, only they understood, they had a goal, and they had to achieve it no matter what, refusal to act meant inevitable loss, and consequently, the death of the country. They needed a certain place "under the sun" and everyone who or what tried to resist them had to be overcome in any way in order to achieve their goal. [1]
Vladimir Buldakov, a Russian historian, considers the point of view of whether the war was inevitable as follows: “As for war, literally everyone was preparing for a world war. But everyone expected that the war would begin much later, somewhere in the year 1917. The outbreak of war, it would not be entirely fair to say that some provocateurs, such as Serbian nationalists or the notorious "Black Hand", played a role. " [3] That is, he confirms the thought that, nevertheless, the war could not be avoided, and the case with Franz Ferdinant was just a trigger that provoked the country of attack.
By 1914, European civilization became like a community of adolescent accelerators who do not measure their strengths with their thoughts, that is, in their mental development, these accelerators remained children, and as for the physical forces, then they turned out to be in abundance. It is for this reason that we can say that the First World War was inevitable, as periodic fights between these very teenage accelerators are inevitable. That is, the European civilization for this new situation - for the colossal growth of population, the colossal development of technology - was mentally, ideologically unprepared. European civilization remained at the level of the 19th century, maybe even the 18th century. While technology dictated completely different rules of the game, rules of behavior. But we begin to realize this simple idea only towards the end of the 20th century.
But there are opposite opinions, for example, Walter Lucker, an American historian, insists that “Unlike World War II, which was inevitable, since only war could stop Hitler, World War I could and should have been avoided. it’s easy if the then statesmen thought about the consequences to which it could lead. And the answer to this question is simple: The First World War was not inevitable. It could have been prevented. And it became a great misfortune. "
If we consider the First World War from the point of view of realists, then it can rather be described as a conflict between independent, unitary subjects of the anarchic international system. The theory of realism is based on the fact that world politics and all laws that relate to it are inherently objective. Also, realists support the opinion that the world is anarchic, no system in it that would keep people from their animal instincts. In such an environment, there is only one rule: kill or be killed, but realists believe that rationalism is above morality and ideals, and is considered a way to avoid self-destruction. [4]
The violence that is present in the animal gut within a person is under the surface, if not on the surface, and is ready to erupt at any moment without warning. Likewise, the nation itself - they do not differ in this, taking a person as an example.
Realists are convinced that individual states are striving for self-survival in our anarchic world, and in the words of John Mearshemer, "states are afraid of each other and are suspicious of each other."[5]
Due to the fact that states distrust each other, they try to ensure their survival, to begin with, seeking to gain more power and turning potential rivals against each other.
This is what happened in the First World War, Great Britain, France, Germany, Russia, Austria-Hungary, and Italy tried to appear as prosperous countries in front of the rest. For this, the countries increased their armament, tried to defeat the other's, and entered into alliances. They were not worried about the countries with which they were allied, they only fought for themselves to appear as a self-sufficient and independently strong country, which led to poor outcomes.
 According to realists, the goal of the balance of power is "to maintain the stability of the system without destroying the many elements that make it up."
The outbreak of war showed only the result of the more multipolar nature of the alliance system, as a result of which no nation, either victorious or defeated, was completely destroyed. Realism is completely based on human nature, so it has always been a part of human society.
Realism, however, is unable to describe the First World War and the specific events that took place within the war. Realism gives a compelling example of the nature of alliances and the balance of power before and after the war but does not take into account the actual start of the war.
The realists argue that the balance of power must keep the European powers out of the conflict because of an equal distribution of forces, but a conflict did occur. And even they blame the multipolar nature of the alliance system, which does not fully take into account the war, since it contradicts the rationalism that underlies state action to correct this very balance.
The struggle for independence is a powerful force that has haunted the world for centuries and will continue to haunt the near future. Self-determination is not going anywhere, no matter how much we want it.
The world will move forward only by avoiding past mistakes. Formal empires have become extinct, and the world's largest states such as China, the United States, and India believe that unity is becoming increasingly difficult to achieve. Amid quarrels over state rights, self-determination, and local government, power is being decentralized. Previously, countries were linked by synthesis, but now nationalism is focused on splitting.
From this study, it became clear that war could have been avoided - but the countries did not want to. Each country had its own plans for this war, and most failed with collapse, never having time to happen.
Nevertheless, even though a century has passed, the world still faces the same problems as a century ago. We have a lot more resources and tools to maintain peace in countries, but countries continue trying to get hold of what does not belong to them.
But the world we inherited was partly due to the lessons of World War I and the goal of many who fought in it. A peaceful present is exactly what those who were struggling at the time desired. And that is precisely why we need to learn from the mistakes of the past and avoid such gross mistakes.
Thus, hundreds of thousands and millions of people died, fighting in a completely useless, strategically inexpedient war, which was waged with ill-considered tactics, which ultimately led to the worst human casualties ever.
[bookmark: _GoBack]In any case, we have become aware that war can happen at any time and under any circumstances, and it is important to understand the consequences and be able to prevent conflicts so that this does not happen.
Our actions directly depend on us and are of paramount importance, then all we need to rely on our decisions and actions, because we cannot trust some non-existent plan and other people, no matter how correct they seem. It is these decisions that affect our world, and our only hope is to help each other, and countries –to other countries.
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