There are many schools of thought with regards to Hitler’s policy concerning Czechoslovakia, and his consequent reaction to the outcomes.

A major school of thought is the intentionalist school. This school of thought emerged in the period directly after World War Two. Intentionalists believe that Hitler was acting upon a plan and ideologies which he himself had set out a long time before invading Czechoslovakia without any influence from other important groups at the time, as shown by Winston Churchill’s quote: “Hitler had for months past prepared for the invasion of Czechoslovakia”. They believe that all occurrences regarding Czechoslovakia were either authorized or planned by Hitler himself. Intentionalists often based their views on officially released factual documents.

This school of thought can be illustrated in the book Nazism 1919 –1945: A Documentary Review (1988) (RC1), published by Jeremy Noakes and Geoffrey Pridham. Noakes and Pridham believe that Hitler had set his foreign policy in Mein Kampf, with many of his ideas predating the beginning of his political career in 1919 and some being the result of diplomatic developments in the 1920’s. As a result, they are likely to believe that Hitler would have seen the outcome of his actions as cause for success due to them being his set actions, and him achieving them.

They also believed that Hitler’s reasons for attacking Czechoslovakia were due to him seeing Czechoslovakia as a threat and due to his origins as an Austrian who would have been against the Czechs in the pre World War One German-Czech crisis: “Hitler’s own background as a pre-1918 Austrian probably contributed to his attitude a degree of personal animosity, rooted in the Czech-German rivalry of the pre war era”. 

The fact that Hitler had been planning an attack on Czechoslovakia for a long time can be shown in the fact that according to Noakes and Pridham, the German Foreign Office began secretly financing the Sudeten German Party in 1935. Another claim that the two historians make which shows that the Czechoslovakian invasion had been planned is that Hitler had planned to end the Sudeten crisis by the end of 1938 and had his military plans for an invasion had been “all along fixed for 1 October”

The book Nazism 1919-1945: A Documentary Review is four volumes that are drawn from a wide range of sources such as official and party documents, letters, diaries and newspapers, with commentary from Noakes and Pridham. There is no obvious political bias (In the section I have read - German foreign Policy 1938-1939: The Road To War) and with the book being published in 1988, there is not likely to be any reason for Pridham and Noakes to be politically biased. 

Due to a lot of German Documents being released straight after the war, it is likely that Noakes and Pridham had access to, and used all of the relevant sources available. However, it is possible that some sources (e.g. newspaper reports, official documents) were edited by the Nazis and may not show a fair reflection of Hitler’s actual aims concerning Czechoslovakia, for example he may not have wanted the public to know that he favoured a war at all costs. Also, it is possible that all sources may not have been available in 1988 due to there being a large amount inside East Germany, of which Westerners could not look at.

 It is also necessary to review Noakes and Pridham’s backgrounds in writing. Jeremy Noakes is an academic historian and his area of speciality is in fact twentieth century Weimar and Nazi Germany. This can lead us to believe that Noakes has researched in depth Nazi Germany and would have evaluated a reliable and widespread range of sources from all schools of thought. 

Geoffrey Pridham is also a university professor and although he is a politics lecturer and not history, Pridham’s areas of interest are democratic transition and consolidation in Central and Eastern Europe and West European party systems, both of which can be linked to Nazism. His research is also said to have special reference to German politics, from which we can assume that Pridham also has a wide, well researched and detailed knowledge of the Nazi Party and their policies regarding Czechoslovakia.

There are also primary sources that support the view that Hitler was in fact the sole director of policy regarding Czechoslovakia. 

SP3 shows that Hitler had intention to take the Sudetenland with the quote “The Fuhrer intended to settle the Sudeten problem in the not too distant future”. The source also describes Hitler’s instructions to Konrad Heinlein, leader of the Sudeten German party in Czechoslovakia about methods of taking the Sudetenland. The source is clear that Hitler had set aims and methods regarding foreign policy.

The source is very useful, as it shows outright Hitler’s plans for Czechoslovakia directly from him. The fact that it is a top secret instruction to Heinlein would imply that nobody else would see it, and as a result the source is unlikely to have any reason as not to show Hitler’s true views.

Another source, which shows Hitler’s intention to invade Czechoslovakia, is the cartoon ‘Take me to Czechoslovakia driver’ (SP6) published by Vaughan Shoemaker in the Chicago Daily News in September 1938. 

Overall the source is fairly useful as it shows a foreigners interpretation of what Hitler’s intentions for Czechoslovakia were. Shoemaker’s clear interpretation of the Czech crisis is that Hitler was driving the policy of killing into Czechoslovakia. However, the fact that it is American is of some importance as, being an isolationist country it is possible that the Chicago Daily News may not want to alienate its readership, and therefore asked Shoemaker to tone down his cartoon. Of course it can then also be argued that it is actually an extreme view of the Czech crisis, and that on the whole, Americans are apathetic to it. The cartoonist was obviously significant to Germany however, as Goering himself described his work as "horrible examples of anti-Nazi propaganda”. This could possibly affect reliability as Shoemaker may have used creative license either to tone down or to exaggerate Hitler’s intentions regarding Czechoslovakia.

The main reason, however that it can be seen us unreliable is that fact that it is a cartoon by one man, who may have used creative license, and does not represent the views of all other Americans, who opinions we do not know but we can assume are apathetic due to isolationism. As a result, this source would not be very useful for coming to an answer as to whether Hitler saw the outcome of his actions as a cause for concern.

Source RC2 also takes to this view. The source shows how Hitler wanted to keep to his own foreign policy regarding Czechoslovakia, by quoting Hitler as flatly refusing to accept Mr Chamberlain’s statement regarding negotiation with the Sudeten crisis. This is very useful as it is a direct quote from Hitler stating his intention to take the Sudetenland by whatever means that he saw fit. It is also very reliable as it is the account of someone who was seemingly present when Hitler made these remarks , Ivone Kirkpatrick – Head of Chancery at British Embassy in Berlin. However this also puts a possible question on the sources validity. At a time of escalating tensions between Britain and Germany, it is possible that Kirkpatrick exaggerated Hitler’s reluctance to accept reason in an attempt to further blame the Nazi’s for the war. As a result of the source’s questionable validity, I would say that this might be able to strengthen an intentionalist argument, but not to withhold one.

RC6 supplements the intentionalist argument, as again, it is a quote from Hitler, in which he appears to be looking back on his policy regarding Czechoslovakia in a speech to the Reichstag. Hitler claims that he set a plan for attacking Czechoslovakia months before the invasion occurred. I believe this source to be more useful in terms of reliability than RC2, as it is a direct quote from Hitler, and as a result is perhaps has the greatest reliability as to obtaining Hitler’s true aims. However, it is possible that Hitler was exaggerating his intentions, for example the date shows that his speech took place months after the Sudeten crisis, and Hitler may be attempting to justify his Polish corridor tactics by claiming to 

I believe these that sources show Hitler would not have seen the outcome of his policies regarding Czechoslovakia as a cause for celebration, as Hitler claims to want to use military action to crush Czechoslovakia, but in the end, had no need to. 

