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Romano Ugolini

Foreword

The last few years have seen many anniversaries, and much work has
been done to refresh and renew study and research on various periods or
various figures in our history, starting from the fruitful 150* anniversary
of the constitution of the Kingdom of Italy. In this framework, the Great
War has been considered as a new chapter of the great book of celebrations
of national and international interest, a season that, like those precedingit,
would trigger widespread interest and an ample harvest of studies.

Actually, it had to be admitted that studies about the Great War had
been neglected for years in the public debate; it was not, therefore, a
question of focusing on, or further investigating, a historiographical situ-
ation that was consolidated; to a certain extent it was more like breaking
new ground, with criteria and interpretative canons to be laid down and
constructed from scratch. There were certainly wide-reaching, numerous
studies on the genesis of the conflict, as well as more far-reaching studies,
especially internationally, on the consequences of that dreadful war; yet
the 1914-1918 War in itself had not aroused any specific new attention.
The usual thinking was that it had merely been a tragically long sequence
of military actions, although it must be said that the military historians
themselves have not dedicated much attention to the subject over the last
thirty years. It is also unquestionably true that the war is virtually not
touched upon in Italian high schools, partly because it was considered
nothing more than a military event, and partly due to the fact that the
rising wave of pacifism pervading our historical mindset after the second
war meant that the Great War was considered more to be deplored and
stigmatised than studied and investigated.

It must also be stressed that the “cult” of the Great War was considered
alegacy from the fascist period: among the veterans and the families of the
fallen that “cult” had taken root and given rise to an impressive number of



monuments and commemorative memorials found throughout the land;
today they are for the most part forgotten or neglected, but present prac-
tically everywhere in Italy. After the Second World War, the repudiation of
fascism was therefore linked to a rejection of the memory of the Great War
which has come to signify the main factor leading to fascism and not what
it really was, the instrument Mussolini used to increase and consolidate
consensus for his Government. Having celebrated the bi-centenary of the
births of Mazzini, Garibaldi and Cavour, and the already-mentioned 150*
anniversary of the Reign of Italy and — a fact not to be overlooked - the
setting of the birth of our national State at March 17 1861, it was no longer
possible to pass in silence over the centenary of an event that had cost
our country so much in terms of human lives with millions of dead and
wounded, as well as in terms of enormous economic resources.

It was not an anniversary like the others: a new approach had to be
found, taking into account such bereavements and loss as well as the success-
ful achievement of our north-eastern borders (with the long-awaited cities
of Trento and Trieste), but also the deep divisions between interventionists
and neutralists before Italy’s entry into war, divisions that were forgotten
during the conflict but which resurfaced after the war to live long in the
memory of Italian society, testifying to an open, festering wound. Soon
enough the official celebrations were faced with the problem of the term
to use in indicating the war period of 1915-1918: were we celebrating a
victory or remembering and denouncing the terrible bloodshed? The terms
most frequently used quickly became the more unemotional “memory”
or “recollection”, in view of the fact that, besides the factors mentioned
above, a great part was played in such a choice by the rivalry non-existent
anymore between the states of a century ago and the end of the legacy of
the 1917 Revolution.

The commemorations having been down-toned underlining above all
their historical features, a relevant historiographic topic came to the fore:
did the long years of war form a sharp division between a ‘before’ that had
vanished and an ‘after’ that had been generated during those years?

Should we therefore speak of a clean break between pre-war and post-
war society, with an eye on elements such as customs and traditions (for
example, the huge progress of the world of women) or technological in-
novation, or else of a substantial continuity, considering above all that in
history “everything flows on” and that, more particularly, the issues of in-



ternational balance that were consigned to the conflict for a solution, not
only did 7oz find a solution, but were indeed aggravated and complicated
to such a degree that a second, yet more horrific war became necessary to
provide an answer? Between break and continuity, a new historiographic
strand has recently emerged; a sort of half-way house between these two
terms, a third comes forward, showing how all the pre-war social, eco-
nomic and political phenomena are to be found in the post-war period
as well, having undergone nothing but an acceleration in evolution during
the conflict. Personally, I am of the opinion that the three options are all
to be found in analysing the Great War without being mutually exclusive;
however it is still fruitful to follow the discussion contained in this book
for a full understanding of the various historiographic strands from which
the three options I mentioned originate and ramify.

A further debate developing, or rather becoming more highly articu-
lated, is that connected to the very term indicating the event under exam-
ination a century on: Great War, or First World War? Or else, on closer
inspection, should we speak of a European civil war or of an inexorable
cupio dissolvi of our continent? The term Great War certainly seems the
most accurate: such along conflict unbroken by seasonal interruptions was
unprecedented; the quantity and magnitude of the contending sides and
the numbers of men and vehicles used fully justify the term Great linked
to War. However, taking part in that war with no marginal roles were the
United States and Japan, hence the term Great War does not express suf-
ficiently the truly novel reality featured by the conflict, that of being the
very first world war.

The term had already been coined while the hostilities were under way,
not as is often thought after the 1939-1945 events, although of course the
second world conflict unquestionably imposed the use of ordinals — First,
Second - thus also underlining the close connection between the two
Great Wars.

It should be noticed that linking the specific term “world” only to the
presence among the warring factions of the United States and Japan is
somewhat misleading: it is important to assess with care the massive pres-
ence of servicemen reaching Europe from other continents, and I am not
referring only to the significant number of Australians and New Zealand-
ers. This book offers an interesting assessment of the phenomenon, which
however deserves future study of the non-European presence on European
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battlefields and on the repercussions undergone in their countries of origin
through acquaintances and direct links made possible by the war, in terms
that were both dramatic but intense and sincere to an equal degree.

We now come to a further element to be considered in reading this
work, especially with regard to European historiographic situation. The
conflict was based on the nineteenth-century, post-Napoleonic model as an
“area” rivalry opposing single countries (France-Germany; Germany-Great
Britain; Austria Hungary—Serbia; Italy-Austria Hungary; Greece-Ottoman
Empire; Romania-Bulgaria etc.) without there being any immediate escala-
tion. Italy, for example, declared war on Austria-Hungary, yet waited over
ayear before extending warfare to Germany, and then did so with regret,
almost unwillingly; in turn Germany, while supporting its Austro-Hun-
garian ally in words and writing, undertook as little as possible for its ally
on the battlefield especially on the Italian front, as if aware of an almost
non-existent hostility. There are further examples of partial “disinterest’,
that the reader will find in the various essays in the book: we will just
mention one highly emblematic case not dealt with herein, and that is the
fact that the United Stated declared war on Germany only in April 1917,
and only in the following December, almost eight months later, did they
look to Vienna as an enemy, after vainly making every diplomatic effort to
limit the range of their intervention.

Therefore we have to see the conflict as a set of numerous fuses set
alight on the traditional model, which thereafter amalgamated to break
out into a novel Great War due to the alliance agreements already in place.
Seen in this new light, the conflict forces us to distinguish a wide range
of different shades in the friendship of the allies and in the hostility of
enemies. Along this hazy friend-enemy borderline come into robust play
the peoples themselves, the different nationalities present above all in the
Balkans and in Eastern Europe.

We underlined a number of the suggestions that appear in reading the
first part of this book devoted to a historiographic analysis of the Great War
carried out on fourteen European countries, Italy included in the same way
as the other nations. These countries are France, Germany, Austria, Hun-
gary, Russia, Turkey, Great Britain, Romania, Bulgaria, Greece, Poland,
Belgium, Spain and Italy itself. These are nations taking part, perhaps at



different times, in the two opposing Alliances, but also neutral countries
such as — apparently — Spain, or else non-existent at the time, such as the
intriguing case of Poland. Russia, as we know, is a case apart: having signed
the Triple Entente, it betrayed its agreements by making a separate peace
in preparation for the Revolution, which could not but have international
relevance given the moment.

The first part of the book, therefore, fully satisfies its aim of looking
again at the chosen topic of the Great War with fourteen historiographic
approaches to provide the theme set for the Conference which gave rise
to the volume of these Proceedings, and that is “a European commitment
of research and reflection”, to which the chapter by Andrea Ciampani ad-
dresses specific considerations. It is believed that this task, undertaken by
the authors of the essays with close attention to today’s situation in Europe,
may give rise to the fruitful reflection which is our objective.

The Chapter opening the book deserves separate mention. It addresses
the relationship between the institutions that later merged in the Institute
for the History of the Italian Risorgimento - National Society for the His-
tory of the Risorgimento and National Committee for the History of the
Risorgimento - and the Great War. It is not only a tribute to the Institution
hosting the Conference, but an important new contribution on the histor-
ical sources dealing with the conflict. In fact it is not widely known that
the National Society mentioned above took upon itself (and the fact was
later recognized) the task of including the Great War from August 1915 in
the work of identifying, obtaining and preserving the documentation on
the conflict. The huge amount of material collected (papers, prints, photo-
graphs etc.) is still housed at the Central Museum of the Risorgimento of
Rome and is one of the largest Archives in existence on the 1915-1918 war.

The second part of the volume looks at Italy’s entry into war and its
commitment in the conflict. Unlike the first part, intentionally concentrat-
ed on the historiographic theme, the twelve authors of these essays (with
respect to the preceding fourteen, for obvious reasons Italy is missing, as
is Russia due to a last-moment absence) were left free to find a significant
approach to illustrate the interest of each one’s country towards Italy and
Italy’s intervention in the war. The outcome is an articulated picture of
great interest due to the variety of such approaches. There is certainly the
appreciation (and sometimes the disparagement) of Italy as a new Euro-
pean power as a result of the Risorgimento, an example to follow (or to



ridicule) for those nations of Central and Eastern Europe that have recently
become independent states or that hope to achieve that status. The idea
of the Risorgimento as a myth and model with international significance
here once more proves its worth. It is important to underline that, above
the contingent assessments on the policies of the Rome Government, it
is absolutely clear that the main approach to our country is guided by the
literary and artistic world of each one of the twelve nations taken into
consideration. With affection by those who are among the allies, and with
profoundly dramatic feelings on the part of those who would never have
imagined hostility towards, and fighting against, the cradle of so much
culture. Further suggestions are present, beyond the political and literary,
in this second part of the volume; this part fulfils the “research and reflec-
tion” intent on which the original Conference was based. Italy is seen from
Europe at an extremely crucial moment of its history, not in the traditional
bilateral view of the relations between two countries, but within a picture
that is closer to the reality of the present day. This is the reference we in-
tended and is shown to be so pertinent.
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This work appears as the Proceedings of the International Conference held in
Rome, in the Sala Verds of the Vittoriano-the Victor Emmanuel II Monument
from November 9 to November 11 2015 on the theme “Ihe Great War: a Eu-
ropean Commitment of Research and Reflection”. The Conference was the first of
Jfour arvanged by the Committee for the Anniversaries of national interest of the
Italian Presidency of the Council of Ministers on the occasion of the Centenary of
the Great War under the organisation of the Institute for the History of the Italian
Risorgimento together with of its Study Groups from France, Germany, Austria,
Hungary, Spain, Poland, Romania and Belgium.

The Conference was held under the aegis of the President of the Italian
Republic and was greeted by Senator Franco Marini, President of the Commit-
tee for the Anniversaries of national interest of the Presidency of the Council
of Ministers.

The sessions were chaired in turn by representatives of the European cul-
tural institutions present in Rome who actively collaborated in organising the
Conference: the Hungarian Academy in Rome, Polish Academy of Sciences of
Rome; British School at Rome, Ecole Frangaise de Rome; Escuela Espariola
de Historia y Arqueologia en Roma; Romanian Institute of Culture and Hu-
manities Research of Venice; Austrian Historical Institute in Rome; Belgian
Historical Institute in Rome; German Historical Institute in Rome.

Our thanks go particularly to them, and to all those who have cooperated

for the excellent success of the Conference which attracted the presence of a large
audience and was broadcast live by Radio Radicale (to which go our thanks)
with a significantly high number of listeners.
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Franco Marini

Opening Address

Ladies and Gentlemen,

It is with great pleasure that I welcome you to this prestigious interna-
tional Conference, in the name of the Historical Scientific Committee for
Anniversaries of national interest, set up at the Presidency of the Council of
Ministers. We are proud to have promoted this appointment made possible
by the work and dedication of Professor Ugolini, the esteemed member of
our Committee. This event is in every way a meaningful appointment in
the historiographical reflection on the Great War.

Your Conference is the first of a series, and the next will be at the
end of the month at Pescara, on the different aspects of the interven-
tion movement in Italy. These Conferences have been arranged by the
Committee for the purpose of enriching knowledge and understanding
of that period, so tragic and decisive in our own history as well as in
international history. As perhaps you know, my greeting was planned
for yesterday, but another commitment then arose for an event pro-
moted by the Committee, and determined by the fact that several
members of the Government were available at that time; therefore I
was not able to be with you.

Yesterday, in the area in front of the War Memorial of Redipuglia where
one hundred thousand of the fallen in the Third Army are laid to rest, sixty
thousand of them nameless, we inaugurated what has been rechristened
the “Piazza of Stones of Italy”, a carpet of stones, 8,047, the number of the
municipalities in Italy, to symbolise the unity of the country in their com-
mon sacrifice during the First World War. Apart from its symbolic meaning
and unquestionable artistic value, the “Piazza” also reflects what so many
of us are finding as we take part in events and encounters throughout the
peninsula: the shared memory of an event that cost Italy so much and so
greatly determined her very identity.
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The Great War was an immense blood bath, a tremendous massacre that
marked a break in the history of humanity. It is no wonder that “yesterday’s
world” — as the Belle Epoque was called — vanished in an instant. But to
quote Benedict XV, this massacre was “the suicide of Europe”

At the dawn of the twentieth century, to say “Europe” was to say “the
world”. Not only for the territorial extension of its empires and states. One
single model of civilisation existed, and it was European civilisation. The
century of modernity presented itself as the century of Europe. In April
1900 at the Universal Exhibition of Paris, fifty million visitors wandered
through the amazing pavilions of 58 countries. The Suez Canal had been
inaugurated thirty years previously. Work went forward apace on the Sim-
plon Tunnel, twenty kilometres under the mountains, the longest railway
tunnel in the world until well on in the twentieth century.

These were the years of faith in scientific progress, rewarded by the
discoveries and innovations in the widest possible range of fields, from
medicine to engineering. Musicians, painters, poets, men and women in
the world of entertainment performed and exhibited their own works in
the great capitals and in lesser-known towns. The whole of Europe became
a single stage (Florian Illies, 1913. LAnno Prima della Tempesta, Venice,
Marsilio 2014).

It was this Europe, however, that took the path to suicide between July
and August of 1914. The French poet Paul Valéry thus expressed his feelings
after the conflict: “We realise now that the abyss of history is large enough
to hold us all. We feel that civilisation is as fragile as a life”. And Europe
went up in flames. Armies marched to the front through crowd-lined streets
amidst enthusiastic applause, in Berlin as in Paris, in London as in Vienna
and Saint Petersburg. Artists, scientists, philosophers sang praises to the
war as the myth regenerating consciences and the enfeebled spirit of the
decadent, materialist years of the Belle Epoque. Nothing could stop the
so-called “last days of humanity”. But when, eventually, the curtain fell on
the massacre, the real change was the loss of Europe’s centrality.

What would have happened to Europe without the First World War?
If, as they say, history is not made up of ‘ifs], we can still say that, beyond
any other consideration, the Great War opened up the road to inhuman
totalitarianisms which, less than thirty years afterwards, were to cause the
second world disaster since, as some time ago the American historian Law-
rence Sondhaus said, “perhaps the most horrifying legacy of the First World
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War is its contribution to the inurement of millions of people to brutality,
inhumanity, enormous massacres of war in the industrial age. This inure-
ment made possible the still more gigantic slaughter of the Second World
War and, properly considered, was its prerequisite”.

After August 1914 it was to be thirty one years before the breath of
peace returned to European soil. And Europe had to wait for the appearance
of certain great men, De Gasperi, Adenauer and Schuman, before it could
start to think of itself as a common home; this is the dream of continental
integration so that “never again” shall one European raise his rifle against
another European.

This aim has in part been achieved. The “small peace”, as the historian
Alberto Melloni calls it, “after the slaughter of two world wars, three gen-
ocides and a number of ethnic cleansings, has succeeded in not sending
its youth to the front en masse, freeing them from a fate lasting so many
generations, since the wars of religion to now”. But if we question ourselves
on the “great peace” — which is not only the absence of conflicts more or less
asymmetrical but also the existence of conditions favouring the inoffensive
co-habitation of peoples, nations, ethnic groups — the answer cannot be
so positive and reassuring.

The European Union, economic giant and cradle of the most solid
liberal democracies, is forgetting its founding features on the international
scenario. And not only far from our horizon. On our very threshold. In
our Mediterranean. Crossed by rivers of women, men and children flecing
from the devastations of conflicts, but also from poverty, wretchedness,
hunger and certain death. Europe is split in reacting to the humanitarian
emergency, and Europe doesn’t seem to take the trouble to really confront
the causes and reasons behind these dramatic biblical exoduses.

This scourge is not a contingent episode, a passing trauma, but a historic
fact, a season to be taken into account today and tomorrow. In dealing
with it, Europe is showing that it has lost its soul, the spirit in which it
was envisaged, contrived and sent on its way by its Founding Fathers. In
addressing Parliament, the former President of the Republic Giorgio Na-
politano recently recalled: “For many representatives of the countries of
central and northern Europe, Europe and its responsibilities finish there,
never reaching across to touch the Mediterranean and the Middle East,
one of the focal points of the crisis that today pervades the world”. And
Napolitano added: “As never before since 1989, this is perhaps the moment
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in which the construction of a new world order is essential, a practical
subject for reflection followed by commitment™

At times — and you will excuse me for this national reference — there is
the feeling that Europe, to paraphrase the great Italian actor and dramatist
Eduardo de Filippo, is waiting “for the night to go by”. That is not the
way it is. And in the meantime other phenomena are on the move; I am
thinking of the physical “walls” that have gone up in the Balkans and the
cultural “walls” that are growing everywhere with the bricks and mortar
of fear: the fear of secing the well-being we have achieved — whether great
or small — put at risk. Fears and distress are not to be demonised. We have
to come to terms with them. Let us not forget that the economic crisis is
not a remote memory nor — may I add — have the authorities of the Union
dealt with it by looking specifically at the needs and emergencies of the
people. Indeed too often they have shown a formalistic excess of rigour in
budget policies imposed on the single states which have contributed to the
impoverishment and fragility of the single economies.

In conclusion, Europe needs a shake-up of courage and vision. The
ability to see beyond the next few days, the next few weeks, to recover
the founding idea of the common home and of itself as the instrument of
peace, not only within its own community. To this end, which of course
makes a claim first of all upon the responsibility of politicians, parliaments
and governments, I am profoundly convinced that a contribution can be
made by all those who, like yourselves in this Conference, are committed
to understanding what happened and how it happened that, a hundred
years ago, the light of Europe was extinguished.
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Andrea Ciampani

A European Perspective
in the Historiography of the Great War

The recent development of the foreign Groups of the Istituto per la
Storia del Risorgimento, a network of scholars whose permanent research
horizon is the European dimension of the “long Nineteenth Century’,!
today brings together historians from twelve European Countries for a
common reflection on the Great War under the High Patronage of the
Presidency of the Italian Republic. This is certainly no ordinary encounter,
made possible through the support of the Historical-scientific Committee
for anniversaries of national interest of the Presidency of the Council of
Ministers and through the partnership of the Austrian Historical Institute
in Rome, the Belgian Historical Institute in Rome, the British School at
Rome, the Ecole francaise de Rome, the Escucla Espafiola de Historia y
Arqueologia en Roma, the German Historical Institute in Rome. the Hun-
garian Academy in Rome, the Polish Academy of Sciences in Rome, and
the Romanian Institute of Culture and Humanistic Research in Venice,

Thanks to the participation of all those involved in today’s study pro-
gramme, through the interest of the institutions or personal scientific con-
tribution, it was strongly felt that a Europe-wide research was needed for
a new reading of the epoch-making conflict that left such a mark on the
continent between 1914 and 1918. The public debate arising in Europe
one hundred years after the start of the Great War, after the end of the
Cold War and the rise of globalisation, contains issues and approaches that
already orientate the narration of world conflicts and their cultural heritage.
Multi-media tools and on-line access to documentation on the European
experience of the war period, regarding the military fronts and the “internal

1. Thisisa historiographic approach recently retrieved recalling the historiographic tradition of
the Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano, whose origins are well illustrated in RomaNoO
UGOLINT's essay, LIstituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano ¢ la Grande Guerra, infra, pp.
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fronts”, offer opportunities for the comparison and the fruitful sharing of
topics for investigation, which synergies and research networks alone are
able to. In correspondence with such dynamics, historiography can critically
deal with certain paradigms as common as they are uncertain, outlininga
European perspective in order to understand the roots of the First World
War and its repercussions on the history of contemporary Europe.

1. Topics and tools for an Italian and European Centenary

In Italy as in Europe, the Great War Centenary was introduced into
the public debate with topics and means of communication that begin
to distinguish current collective thoughts from previous anniversary oc-
casions, always revealing as to the sensitivity of their own time in their
historiographic slants. A new balance has recently been achieved in the
attention of historians and public opinion towards the economic interests
brought into play by the war effort and towards the collective psychology
of the masses with respect to military and political history as compared
to previous times; now an overturn of the asymmetry could result in the
detriment of the latter. Moreover, the time gap separating the younger
generations from the witnesses of the First World War is one reason for
the important narrative tension that corresponds to an essential attempt
to explain if not to inform.?

Among the prevalent topics in the current Italian thought, we would
point to the studies on population movement in combat areas, which posed
new problems for the belligerent States in handling the territory.® Simi-
larly, in recent years attention has been more focused on the movement of
military contingents among the different fronts on the basis of national
and linguistic origins, opening the debate to common parallel views and

2. 'The cultural issues fuelling such dynamics are also mentioned by Nicora LABANCA in the
Introduzione of the Dizionario storico della Prima guerra mondiale he edited, Rome-Bari, Editori
Laterza, 2014, pp. IX, XX, XXXI.

3. 'This interest was reflected in the recent international meeting Profisghi. Spostamenti di popo-
lazioni civili nell Europa della Grande Guerra 1914-1918, held in Rovereto, November 4-6 2015,
presenting events involving the European population of the Baltic Sea, Central Europe, the Alps
and the Franco-German front.
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opportunities to compare war experiences.’ Repeatedly, attention has been
directed to the damnages (individual and collective) inflicted on a society
impacted upon by violence.> Overall, in Italy too much public interest has
concentrated on the repercussions of the conflict on the “internal front”,
that is on the social experience of European peoples in the years of the Great
War.® According the scholars of contemporary history and international
relations, an important tendency seems to appear reconnecting the links
between domestic policy and foreign policy to draw up a new scheme of
the great socio-political processes, reaction to the fragmentation of the lim-
ited analyses offered as specialisms.” This is a reminder not to mislay amid
into the scientific debate the necessary work to reconstruct the dynamics
of continuty and of change that permeated European society in the first
fifteen years of the twentieth century.®

In this context, it proved difficult for individual research to take into
account all the ample material available on national participation in the Great
War in Italy as well; this led to collective publishing initiatives.” Together with
ever-widening access to historical documentation, this allows the develop-

4. MARCO MONDINI, La guerra italiana. Partire, raccontare, tornare. 1914-1918, Bologna, il
Mulino, 2014. The movement of the Polish and Romanian soldiers and their memories were given
ample space in contributions to the international meeting Le sorti di una guerra. Memoria e oblio
della prima guerra mondiale, taking place in Rome November 12-13 2015 (now La Grande Guerra e
la Polonia in Europa, ed. by Andrea Ciampani, Piotr Salwa, Rome, Accademia Polacca delle Scienze
Biblioteca e Centro di Studi a Roma, 2016).

5. These topics were widely illustrated in the exhibition Giz le armi! Impariamo dalla storia della
Prima Guerra Mondiale. Pace tra realta politica e utopia” inaugurated in Rome on October 7, 2014,
by the Istituto Storico Austriaco.

6. For an up-dated historiographic overview please see the essay by ESTER CAPUZZ0, infra pp.
7.  Featuring this approach was the study seminar on May 13-14 2015 aiming to integrate the
reconstruction of the diplomatic, institutional and socio-political process of Italy’s entry into war
between the summer of 1914 and the spring of 1915 with a long-term reading of the Italian links
between mobilisation of the public and political decision-making: see now Istituzioni politiche
e mobilitazioni di piazza Soveria Mannelli, Rubbettino, 2018 edited by Andrea Ciampani and
Domenico M. Bruni. Radioso maggio. Come ['ltalia entré in guerra, Bologna, il Mulino 2015 by
ANTONIO VARSORI is the result of the reflections of this historian on international relations.

8. Emphatic requests regarding this are found in the important volume Prima della Tempesta.
Continuita e mutamenti nella politica e nella societa italiana e internazionale (1901-1914, Atti del
LXVI Congresso di storia del Risorgimento, ed. by Romano Ugolini, Rome, Istituto per la storia del
Risorgimento italiano, 2015.

9. See the items in the Dizionario storico della Prima guerra mondiale mentioned above, dealing
with cultural, social and religious profiles as well as military and political history profiles in the
transformation of the country.
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ment of web site initiatives that collect and diffuse the ideas from historiog-
raphy through public debate. LT. platforms with timelines and chronograms
contibute in the work of analytical presentation of episodes and dynamics in
a cultural perspective of high circulation, to satisty the need to restore some
degree of unity to the fragmented account of the conflict.' In this way it was
possible to support tendencies that in international circles have been started
over the last few years and produced important initiatives in the run-up to
the Centenary of the Great War."!

This is the case of the 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia
of the First World War'> which introduces itself as an “English-language
virtual reference work”. This is an encyclopedic work still underway, com-
ing from a highly ambitious project: “the multi-perspective, open-access
knowledge base is the result of an international collaborative project
involving more than 1,000 authors, editors, and partners from over fifty
countries. More than 1,000 articles will be gradually published”" In the
three-part structure of its on-line platform the reader is offered organised
articles in the Zhemes and Regions sections, as well as the usual Time-
line. The topics dealt with are structured in six defined macro-ambits:
Pre-war, Violence, Power, Media, Home Front, Post-war.** The territorial
dimension in turn is represented on the site through eleven regional ar-
eas: Western Europe, Central Europe, Eastern Europe, South—EastEurope,
Middle East, Africa, South and South-East Asia, East Asia, Australasia,
North America, Latin America.”> Apart from the extreme flexibility and
the helpful internal references making the work a unicum in the interna-

10. In this context we will only refer to a limited number among the very many initiatives, the
site promoted by the Italian Presidency of the Council, h#tp://www.centenariol 914-1918.it/it, and
that coordinated by the Faculty of Letters and Philosophy of the University of Trento, h##p://wwuw.
lagrandeguerrapinl00.it/.

11. A project by the Historical Italo-Germanic Institute, started in 1913, set out fearing the mar-
ginalisation of Italian research in the context of the international initiatives; hizp://isig.fbk.eu/sites/
isig.fbk.eu/files/i.gm_progetto_triennale_scheda_tecnica_it.pdf.

12. The work can be seen at hzzp://encyclopedia. 1914-1918-online.net/home/.

13. By November 2015 762 of the 1,635 entries planned for the work had been published. With
the initiative’s promoter, OLIVER JANZ, president of the German Foreign Group of the Istituto per
la storia del Risorgimento italiano, UTE DANIEL, PETER GATRELL, HEATHER JONES, JENNIFER
D. KEENE, ALAN KRAMER, BILL NASSON are part of the scientific direction of the encyclopedia.
14. See http://encyclopedia. 1914-1918-online.net/themes/.

15. Asat http://encyclopedia.1914-1918-online.net/regions/.
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tional historiographic scenario, a scientific evaluation of the project will
be possible only when it is completed.'¢

The set-up of this publishing initiative, however, already makes it
possible to offer considerations on the significant trends of international,
European and national historiography. First of all, the editors of the in-
ternational encyclopedia in their introduction underline that the conflict,
causing over nine million deaths,'” was from the very start defined as a world
war since it was a conflict among European powers, states and empires
dominating the world: “The term ‘world war’ was already occasionally in
use before 1914, though it specifically connoted a war between the major
European powers. The First World War was soon designated a ‘world war’
in this Eurocentric sense shortly after it began. This did not refer first and
foremost to a ‘global war’, but rather to a ‘war of world-historical signifi-
cance’. One therefore frequently simply spoke of the ‘Great War), a desig-
nation that persists to this day in many countries. Historians adopted the
term ‘First World War’ from contemporaries in its thoroughly ambiguous
and Eurocentric meaning.”*®

Thus the European character of the conflict is emphasised, at times
blurred in public debate by the global dimension later featured in the mil-
itary clash and its political, cultural and socio-economic consequences.
Considering the factors (demographic, social and political, and geopo-
litical) of Europe at the height of its development on the eve of the vast

16. The working plan is already defined in its general outline: the entry Jzaly has not yet been
published; likewise many further interesting entries are still awaited, such as that on Centeneray
1914-2014. However, some chiaroscuro areas have already emerged, as is inevitable in such initiatives;
Labanca himself, declaring that the idea of his Dizionario storico is indebted to the German project,
points to certain “severities and incomplete points” in the encyclopedia’s structure; Dizionario storico
cit. p. XXX.

17. In Italy approximately six hundred thousand soldiers are estimated to have died and approxi-
mately nine hundred and fifty thousand were wounded, with the addition of up to seven hundred
thousand civilian casualties; ANTOINE PROST, War Losses, in 1914-1918-online. International
Encyclopedia of the First World War, ed. by Ute Daniel, Peter Gatrell, Oliver Janz, Heather Jones,
Jennifer D. Keene, Alan Kramer, Bill Nasson, issued by Freie Universitit Berlin, Berlin 2014-10-08,
DOIT: hetp://dx.doi.org/10.15463/ie1418.10271. See also RUEDIGER OVERMANS, Kriegsverluste, in
Enzyklopidie Erster Weltkrieg, ed. by Gerhard Hirschfeld, Gerd Krumeich, Irina Renz, Paderborn,
Ferdinand Schoningh Verlag, 2003, p. 663; see also PIERLUIGI SCOLE, I morti, in Dizionario storico
cit., pp.178-191.

18. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction, in
1914-1918-online cit.
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military mobilisation, as has long been known, telling the history of the
First World War therefore also entails tracking the causes of “Europe’s
weakening” compared to “competing” continents."” As seen in the ani-
mated interactive maps in the Regions section of the 1914-1918-online.
International Encyclopedia of the First World War, in the Great War it is Eu-
ropean territory that forms the determining “theatre”, a term semantically
important in the work to introduce the global dimension of the conflict.?

Taking into consideration a number of recent historiographic profiles,
it was decided to undertake a new approach within this scenario: “The en-
cyclopedia aims to portray the First World War across its entire spectrum
from a transnational point of view as a pan-European and global conflict
that extended beyond the year 1918”* This passage undoubtedly reveals
certain distinctive, partly contradictory, features in the cultural panorama
of public debate on this Centenary. The first such hint is the recourse to the
term pan-European, used as of the end of the twentieth century to define
socio-political scenarios including post-Communist Countries after the fall
of the Berlin Wall and the transition marking the end of the Soviet Union.*

Requests to join the European Union leading to its expansion at the
beginning of the Millennium have changed its significance in a sort of
Europe that rediscovered its deep roots over time. As the project launched
in 2014 on the First World War* shows, while Russia is again spinning the
web of its presence within European space before and after the 1917 revo-
lutions, the term thus indicates the remodelling of paradigms that reached
maturity at the time of the Cold War, offering distinct stratifications of the
continent. An inclination, therefore, different from the transnational his-
toriographic approach, which assumes comparisons among nations and re-

19. Already to be scen in PIERRE RENOUVIN, Histoire des relations internationales, Tome VI, Le
XIX Siécle, De 1871 a4 1914, LApogée de I’Europe, Paris, Hachette, 1955, pp. 13-14.

20. MICHELLE MOYD, Extra-European Theatres of War, in 1914-1918-online. International En-
cyclopedia of the First World War, cit., DOI: http://dx.doi.org/10.15463/ie1418.10318.

21. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction cit.

22. The recourse of the U.S. historians to a pan-European perspective is significant for a reading
of Russian events, as indicated by G1ovaANNA CIGLIANO, La Russia nella Prima guerra mondiale:
percorsi della storiografia russa e angloamericana sul fronte orientale, in Ricerche di Storia Politica, a.
XVIII, new series (2015), n. 3, pp. 303-321.

23. Rossija v Pervoj mirovoj vojne. 1914-1918. Enciklopedija v trech tomach, Moscow, Rosspen,
2014, recalled in GIOVANNA CIGLIANO, La Prima Guerra Mondiale nella recente storiografia russa,

infra, p.
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gions but does not identify itself with them, rather proposing intersections
and interdependencies.** It seems to connect more to suggestions from a
global history fuelled by ideas connected to the socio-political upheavals
following on 1989,% often superimposed on a more long-term criticism
of a Eurocentric approach.

On the other hand, the penetration of an Anglo-American view of
the historiographic debate emerges in the pages of a number of program-
matic contributions to the encyclopedia, such as the essay Historiography
1918-Today, briefly presenting proposals already emerging in the sequence
of different generations of historians of the First World War: “There have
been four generations of historical writing about the 1914-1918 war. The
first was composed of contemporaries who either fought in the war or
helped run it, and spanned the period 1914-1939. Their focus was political
and military. The second emerged in the1960s, and focused on the history
of societies. The third emerged in the later 1970s. Its emphasis was on
cultural history, and turned to study the victims of war. The fourth gener-
ation is transnational; it studies war from a global, rather than a European
perspective, reflecting the end of the bipolar standoff of the Cold War.”*¢

Assuming a European (or even a pan-European) angle, there might
be some discussion regarding the definition of the second generation as
“fifty years on” or even the third, qualified as the “Vietnam generation”
Above all, the “global outlook” featured in the fourth generation is hardly
compatible with the transnational approach, considering that “the term
‘global'describes both the tendency to write about the war in more than
European terms and to see the conflict as trans-European, trans-Atlantic,
and beyond”*” Actually the encyclopedia entrusts the “comparative global
design” with the aim of identifying “knowledge gaps and to thereby stim-

24. 'This historiographic approach is beginning to make its way in Italy too with implications yet
to be adequately developed, as indicated in National Identities and Transnational European Elites,
ed. by Andrea Ciampani, Rita Tolomeo, Soveria Mannelli, Rubbettino, 2015, pp. 5-13.

25. See now Storia internazionale, transnazionale, globale: una discussione, ed. by Mario Del Pero
and Guido Formigoni, monographical issue of Ricerche di storia politica, a. XIX (20016), n. 3.
26. Sowrote Jay WINTER, editor of the three volumes of the Cambridge History of the First World
War published in 2014, under Historiography 1918-Today, in 1914-1918-online. International
Encyclopedia of the First World War cit., DOL: hitp://dx.doi.org/10.15463/ie1418.10498. Article
last modified 22 October 2015. This generational approach, compared with the Italian story, is also
dealt with in the Dizionario storiografico cit., pp. XXL.

27. ]J. WINTER Historiography 1918-Today cit.
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ulate further research”? The long-awaited solution to the historiographic
clash between national and imperialist perspectives may thus paradoxically
turn into an elusive “western” profile prolonging the segmentation of the
European regional areas resulting after the Iron Curtain, still reflected in the
Regions in which the encyclopedia somewhat uncertainly divides Europe.”
Lastly, in this dynamic it is difficult to account for the interdependencies
contained in the continental profile of the Great War, considered essential
for an understanding of its reasons. Meanwhile, the risk is to open the
way to repetitive, crystallised and uniform (if not homologated) readings,
mortifying the increasing heuristic capacity of European historiografical
cultures.

However, it is in the movement of concrete research that interest is
shown towards a transnational reading of the dynamics — political, social,
economic and cultural — that were European features on the eve of the
Great War; they accompanied Europe on its path through the tragic war
period, and they characterised post-war dynamics. Now at the Centenary,
this path can benefit from the more mature awareness of an inter-regional
Europe beyond the confines set by events involving the changing countries.
Recognised also at Community level as a considerable part of “European”
territory, this cross-border space could offer historical investigations, useful
conceptual and instrumental resources to challenge the absence of a Euro-
pean perspective on the Great War in the research and innovation projects
of the Union. Clearly on choosing such an point of view, an ample horizon
opens out with further studies to gather the queries on the legacy of the
war in Europe looming during the Centennial reflection. In order to take
steps in that direction, however, we need to recover the profundity of the

28. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction cit. The
Editorial Board of the encyclopedia initially included over ninety experts from twenty different
countries, with scholars predominantly from the US., Britain and Germany: there were six Russian
scholars, five from France, Austria and Ireland, and four Italians (Antonio Gibelli, Nicola Labanca,
Marco Mondini, Oswald Uberegger).

29. In this sense it is revealing that the encyclopedia must necessarily distinguish between the
definition of the European regions in the map of the globe on the home page, constructed on the
1918 geo-political situation, and the set-up of the present states in the pages on the same European
regions, based on the current frontiers of the European countries. In such an uncertain context, for
example, there is a singular absence of articles on Italy in the on-line map of Western Europe, and
the positioning of the contributions on Poland is in doubt between Eastern Europe and Central
Europe.
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factors that led to the First World War and to emphasise the acceleration
it brought to the “great transformation”

2. Difhculties of a paradigm and the rediscovery of the nineteenth-
century roots (not only pre-war)

A certain degree of blackout of the process leading to the outbreak of
the Great War is connected to the intermittent reappearance in the public
debate of the story of a “thirty-year civil war” started by the First World
War and ended by the Second.” This reading, even recently, has been se-
riously questioned: “There is no doubt that the time of the world wars
was the time of the most intensely violent political conflict in the history
of modern Europe, marked by numerous civil wars, a multitude of great
and small armed insurrections, and innumerable acts of political violence.
Was it also the time of a lasting ‘European civil war’? If so, who were the
contenders? It has been at times suggested that for Europe the two world
wars were themselves civil wars, as some nations mobilised against others
and all were part of a common culture, thus forminga civil war within that
culture. Moreover, has the Second World War to be considered as a civil
war between Fascists and anti-Fascists in each country?”*' The paradigm of
a European Civil War seems anything but solid although it remains an open

30. The first perception of a twentieth-century war, coming from those who knew the suffering of
the conflict that started in 1939, was launched as a historiographic interpretation in the Eighties
and presented as a paradigm with differing, even opposing, evaluations. An overall orientation on
this question in La Guerra civile enropea dei trent anni: una rivisitazione, ed. by Guido Formigoni,
Paolo Pombeni, monographic issue of Ricerche di Storia Politica, a. XVIII (2015), n. 2.

31. STANLEY G. PAYNE, Una «guerra civile dei trent anni in Europa> ? Alcune considerazioni, in
Ricerche di Storia Politica,a. XVIII (2015), n. 2, p. 145. A broader discussion in STANLEY G. PAYNE,
Civil War in Europe. 1905-1949, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2011. Gabriele Ranzato’s
criticism is more radical: “The two definitions of the period encompassing the world wars, ‘the
thirty-year war’ and the ‘European civil war}, whether taken singly or overlapping, do not seem able
to summarise a full explanation of the tragic ordeals undergone by the populations over that period
of time. And ultimately the former, which only underlines the continuity between the two wars
without alluding to any common denominator relative to motives, remains in all its modesty more
fitting than the latter; however evocative, the latter is not able to offer a convincing interpretation,
not only for the entire period, but perhaps not even for the Second World War alone.” GABRIELE
RANZATO, La guerra dei trent anni come ascesa e crollo dei nazionalismi aggressivi, in Ricerche di
Storia Politica, a. XVIII (2015), n. 2, p. 157.
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question,” involving First World War historians as well as those present in
the international encyclopedia.”?

However, the critical approach to the notion of a “European civil war’, as
it was already perceived by “a number of the protagonists of the 1914 trench
slaughter”, enables us to see how “the 1914 war (for Italy, the 1915 war) did
not divide people’s native countries, initially it divided Europe”®* A new type
of war seemed to cut across European society when the States started to portray
themselves as bearers of an “irreconcilable clash between opposing national-
isms”: “nationalisms built on State competition countered and ripped up the
differing parts of that common European civilisation that was the heritage of
the continent’s distant tradition.”* We have already seen how the growing “spiral
of violence” accompanying the outbreak of the First World War came as the
“consequence of an exasperated struggle between the ‘élites and the institutions
of the Ancien régime’ on the one hand, the supporters of a new order on the
other”? In the same view of a “civil war” between Bolshevism and National
Socialism, it has been pointed out how both contenders played upon an “idea
of Europe”: Hitler, the “destroyer of the European liberal bourgeois imposed by
Versailles”, apparently intended to aim at the destruction of “bourgeois Europe
since it was the designated victim of Communism”?’

Thus the need to understand the period between the two wars requires
an in-depth investigation into long-term processes to get to the roots of a
changed conception of the relations between society and State on the part
of European decision-making groups.* A recent study on the connection

32. On Italy, see the new proposition by E. TRAVERSO, A ferro e fuoco. La guerva civile europea
1914-1945, Bologna, il Mulino, 2007.

33. Jay Winter himself, for example, focused his Yale lessons on Europe in the Age of Total War,
1914-1945.

34. Guipo FORMIGONI, PAOLO POMBENTI, Una guerra civile europea 1914-1945? Note intro-
duttive, in Ricerche di Storia Politica, a. XVIII (2015), n. 2, p. 130.

35. Ibidem.

36. Recalling ARNO MAYER, CHRISTOPH CORNELISSEN stresses this in La guerra civile europea
dei trent anni. Riflessioni su un topos storico-politico, in Ricerche di Storia Politica, a. XVIII (2015),
n.2,p. 139.

37. GiaN ENRICO RUSCONI in the Presentazione to ERNST NOLTE, La Guerra Civile europea
1917-1945S. Nazional socialismo e Bolscevismo, Milan, BUR, 2008, (first Italian edition Sansoni,
2004), p. XX.

38. Today’s sensibility shows a widespread unawareness of European society in the road undertaken
on the eve of the Great War; CHRISTOPHER CLARK, [ sonnambuli. Come I'Europa si avvio alla
Grande guerra, Rome-Bari, Laterza, 2013.
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between social order and international order in Europe, focusing on the
dynamic relationship between liberalism and the materialisation of the
Leviathan State, has highlighted the watershed separating the system of
the Congress of Vienna from the Bismarck era: “The period 1866-1871
was an important turning point in European history. In a short time the
balance of power on the European continent changed radically”?” While
a “condition guaranteed by law” withered away accompanied by “a lack of
respect for the positive right of the treaties”, the monarchic-constitutional
states proceeded towards greater control over collective and individual life:
“The nation state had become not only the cornerstone of the international
politics, but also the all-determining factor in domestic politicts. It domi-
nated all spheres of social life and claimed the right to deploy all citizens in
furtheringits goals. In the time of war, it controlled even the life and death
of its subjects through a process of militarization, including the introduc-
tion of personal conscription. The State was seen as both the source of law
and the true conscience of the nation.” It is understandable therefore that
such a reading might project the process found in the second half of the
nineteenth century across the first half of the twentieth: “The Leviathan
had arisen from beneath the waves and was preparing for the starring role
it would later play in the fascist and communist utopian states”*
Recalling also the work Wo ist Europa’s Zukunft?, published in 1871
by the Gustav Von Blome defined by De Gasperi as “bel tipo deuropeo’,
the study underlines how the idea of Europe was coming to a crisis in that
transition.*! It is interesting to note that this recent international perspec-
tive is singularly confirmed in works that were remote in time and cultural
set-up, such as Croce’s Storia d’Europa nel secolo decimonono. Writing in the
inter-war period, Croce recalled that “the extension” of the idea of freedom
among European people (contained in the process affirming the request

39. EMIEL LAMBERTS, Het gevecht met Leviathan. Een verhaal over de politieke ordening in Europa
(1815-1965), Amsterdam, Bert Bakker/ Prometheus, 2011; the citation now from the English vol-
ume, ID., The Struggle whith Leviathan. Social Responses to the Omnipotens of the State 1815-1965,
Leuven, Leuven University Press, 2016, p. 113.

40. Ivi,p. 114.

41. Ivi, pp. 179-180 and 320. A believer in the tradition of nobility, Count Gustav von Blome
(1829-1906) was born in the Danish duchies of Schleswig-Holstein, converted to Catholicism,
entered Habsburg diplomacy and was in Vienna, Petersburg, Paris, Hamburg, Bremen and Munich;
leaving his diplomatic career in 1866, he was then a protagonist of conservative European networks,
living in Austria, Switzerland and Italy.
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for constitutions and national independence) already in the mid-nine-
teenth century achieved an outline of a sort of “United States of Europe”
Following various “stops and deviations” and “definitively after 18707, that
idea “joined the utopias, so that it was either no longer spoken of by se-
rious-minded people, or it caused mirth, sometimes as a naive, vanished
dream of youth, at other times, scathingly, as a childish idea”** At last, after
“certain perfecting touches by the state on the principle of nationality’,
when “the start of imbalance in European balance” became apparent in
the “dispute between Germany and England’, it seemed difficult for Bis-
marck’s heirs to contrast the Weltpolitik “without reneging on its example
and teaching, without deserving the sarcasm of its bitter realism”*

Renewed doubt on the transformations and the destiny of European
liberalism emerges in full force: “From the second half of the nineteenth
century, the centralised nation state would be the most common expression
of liberal statism”** At the turn of the century a new debate arose on what
was happening to society, what was happening to the nations and what
was happening to the State, essential for a political tradition intended to
maintain the centrality of the freedoms of the rule of law and, at the same
time, to choose routes to strengthen the liberal institutions. All in all, we
find ourselves once more back at an important juncture for contemporary
historiography, related to the dynamics that changed liberal-national as-
piration into nationalistic affirmation, reducing the spaces for freedom of
civilian society in the domestic policy of European states and fuelling their
expansionistic tendencies in foreign policy.®

A reconstruction of the profile of the international relations among
European states also confirms the needful examination of the historical
depth of the factors in the run-up to the war. In fact, although there is no

42. BENEDETTO CROCE’sbook, Storia d’Europa nel secolo decimonono, Bari, Laterza, was published
in 1932; the quotations refer to the fifth edition of 1942, pp. 323-324. In a singular analogy to
Croce’s remarks, Lamberts underlines how Von Blome was taunted by his diplomatic colleagues
for his attitude, the antipodes of Bismarck’s approach, as an “interesting eccentric”; E. LAMBERTS,
The Struggle whith Leviathan, cit. p. 98.

43. B. CROCE, Storia d’Europa cit., pp. 328-332.

44. E.LAMBERTS, The Struggle whith Leviathan cit., p. 13.

45. 'This is a question permeating the whole of that European political society that reached the
First World War, impacting on the entire continent from north to south, keeping pride of place
even for the neutral countries, as shown in the interventions of the historiography of Belgium and
Greece by DUMOULIN and GUIDA, in our discussion, 7zf7a.
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need to highlight the importance of the nineteenth-century evolution of
the Triple Alliance, we cannot fail to recall that the Triple Entente was the
result of a process that took form from the Franco-Russian agreements of
the last ten years of the nineteenth century and the bilateral Anglo-French
agreements of the first ten years of the twentieth century. As we know, the
origin of the world war is attributed by some to the Moroccan crises, by
others to the war in Libya, by others again to the Balkan wars: we there-
fore need to place “the war’s conventional periodization into perspective.
The First World War was not only a global war, but also an especially long
one. In many respects, the war already began before 1914, primarily in the
Balkans and in peripheral colonies like Libya.”

Projecting the “long nineteenth century” onto the first twenty years of
the twentieth (far from being simply an “ante-war” account) is a determining
factor to understand the first world conflict and the criticism of the possible
interpretative key of the “Thirty-Year War”. In fact, it represents an invi-
tation to carefully reconsider the complex stretches of land, physical and
mental, of that “first” of a Europe that would never be the same again after
the conflict.”” The Great War thus retrieves suitable identity as a field for
study, focusing on an overall interpretation of contemporary Europe and
delving more deeply into the great post-war transformations, at times so
isolated from the past and busy in predicting later historical events to make
us forget its pre-war roots.*

3. 'The profound post-transformation as the outcome of the “great
acceleration” of the end-of-century processes

Having recuperated the particularity of the Great War thanks to along
overview of the history of a Europe overwhelmed by a “total war among Na-

46. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction cit.

47.  Also in the opinion of EMILIO GENTILE, LApocalisse della modernita. La Grande Guerra per
['nwomo nuovo, Milan, Mondadori, 2008.

48. In this aspect, of interest is the shadow cone thrown by the October Revolution on the First
World War and the immense transformation of the tsarist empire, not in Russian historiography
alone; as well as STEPHEN M. NORRTIS, A War of Images. Russian Popular Prints, Wartime Culture,
and National Identity, 1812-1945, Dekalb, Northern Illinois University Press, 2006, p. 162, sce
the thoughts of G. CIGLIANO, La Russia nella Prima guerra mondiale cit., pp. 305-311.
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tion-States and the stakes being their own survival or their own ‘victory™,*
it becomes easier to identify the directions of its post-war period. Without
this approach, the swarm of quakes — wartime, socio-political — following
the climax of the shake-up becomes incomprehensible (or ignored): “even
without a more extensive definition, the year 1918 did not signify the end
of hostilities, for numerous additional wars and armed conflicts followed
that were directly related to the war and which to some extent continued
through the early 1920s. The list of these violent conflicts is long. It extends
from the Russian Civil War, which cost more lives in the region than the
First World War, to the many conflicts after 1918 in East-Central Europe
and to the Greco-Turkish War, which did not come to an end until the
Treaty of Lausanne in 19237°° This is an observation prompting careful
consideration on the confines of European space in the Twenties, in which
the Mediterranean Sea (from the Adriatic to the Aegean to the Tyrrhenian
Sea) maintained its major importance. At the same time, this connection
throws light upon the rising European crisis of the nineteenth-century
State, not only in the vanishing Empires but also in the Nations victorious
in the conflict, in the reconstructed States such as Poland, or in totally new
ones, such as Czecho-Slovakia, making us wonder whether the post-war
period can be intended as “a peak of ‘European modernity’“and “a sign of
its contradictions or of its (irreversible?) crisis”*! In any case, as we know,
the outcome of the war provided Wilson’s proposal with a chance to re-
formulate criteria to legitimise European states and to offer their relations
an order in stability and safety: after the conflict “the European project is
absorbed in a universal plan” that brought into light the decline of Europe.>*

As for the decades previous to the Great War, therefore, any under-
standing of the post-war years assumes an interpretative horizon connecting
international dynamics and European socio-political development. Again,
recently an international history manual underlined how the First World
War was a “a break as radical as it was dramatic both in the domestic events
of numerous nations and more in general in international relations”; at
the same time, it recalled how “political, social and economic phenomena

49. G.ForRMIGONI, P.POMBENI, Una guerra civile enropea 1914-1945¢cit., p. 131. See also GIAN
ENRICO RUSCONT, 1914. Attacco a Occidente, Bologna, Il Mulino, 2014.

50. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction cit.

51. G.FORMIGONTI, P. POMBENT, Una guerra civile europea 1914-19457 cit., p. 135.

52. P.RENOUVIN, Histoire des relations internationales cit., pp. 161-162.
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arising between the end of the nineteenth century and 1914 came to a head
or were considerably accelerated during the conflict”>* The need to express
this idea, in effect, illuminates the very features of the change caused by
the Great War.

There is no doubt that the social transformation processes starting in
the second half of the nineteenth century had a relevant role in the post-
war period: “the circulation of information, the emancipation of the fe-
male population and of the masses, the intensification of the networks and
means of communication, technological progress, the incremental growth
in availability of consumer products, the development of social assistance
networks, are some of the phenomena too well known to require further
explanation”’* The Great European War did not suppress the dynamics
in act just before. It handed them on, changed, to the post-war period,
consistently with the generational and psychological fact of the survivors
of the fronts. “When today we read what was printed in German books,
leaflets and newspapers between 1912 and 1914, we get the impression of
already being at war”. In these words, written in 1931, Croce already saw
at the beginning of the twentieth century the exaltation of “the moralising
virtue of war and blood, the selection it makes of the strongest and the best,
the regeneration of wearied peoples through that cruel baptism of blood,
the civilisation that war only can promote, the strength it alone possesses
to save humanity from stagnation, from ‘being tamed”>

It is often recalled how in the post-war period the “myth of ‘decadence”,
already “so strong in the Europe of the end of the nineteenth and the be-
ginning of the twentieth century” was listed “among the causes that made
the governing classes of the time undertake the adventure of war”. The
experience of the first world conflict, however, “did not bring about that
‘rebirth’ expected by those seeing war as the midwife of civilisations, it
rather strengthened “a culture of human fragility and the weaknesses of
political systems against which the utopias (of right and left) will indeed
rise up yet without actually succeeding in showing a retrieval of faith in
the ‘positive’ virtues proposed in the nineteenth century”’® It has been

53. ANTONIO VARSORI, Storia internazionale. Dal 1919 ad oggi, Bologna, il Mulino, 2015, p.
19.

54. G.FORMIGONTI, P. POMBENT, Una guerra civile europea 1914-19457, cit., p. 135.

55. B. CROCE, Storia d’ Europa, cit., pp. 334-335.

56. G.FORMIGONTL, P. POMBENI, Una guerra civile europea 1914-19457 cit., p. 131.
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noted that the nationalisation of the masses itself (with all its accompany-
ing political, cultural, social and paramilitary mobilisation), was “a process
which antedated the 1914-1918 conflict but which accelerated radically
thereafter””’

All in all, the processes that were already present before the conflict
reappeared as changed after the war; in this sense it is quite true that “the
world war not only accelerated the process of nation-building, but also
encouraged the radicalization of ideologies”>® This is a very broad state-
ment, not limited to introducing the establishment of Bolshevism, Fascism
or Nazism; it rather means the abandonment in the post-war period of
the liberal Risorgimento structure and the materialisation of the Levia-
than-State, altering the modernity/barbarity® relationship and leading
to the secularisation of the public sphere in the totalitarian ambition to
penetrate the private sphere.®’

The Great War brought “to light a new political cycle, in which the
tradition of European constitutionalism was challenged by the irruption
onto the public stage of the masses, the widespread acceptance of a political
model indebted to the war experience and disposed to apply wide-scale
violence to achieve its own aims, and in general a radicalisation of the
clashes which would lead to new authoritarianisms.”' At the beginning
of the twentieth century there was a widespread idea that the State crisis
was due to a centrifugal social dynamic which should inverted to restore
dedication to the state to the centre: in Italy as well, corporative ideas were
fuelled by reading an “antithesis between State and society”, caused by
“communities which, in order to achieve their own interest, did not hesi-
tate to inflict a death wound on those conditions that are essential for the

57. Thus J. WINTER, Historiography 1918-Today cit., p. 10, recalling that the work by GEORGE
MossE, The Nationalization of the Masses: Political Symbolism and Mass Movements in Germany
from the Napoleonic Wars through the Third Reich, New York, Howard Fertig,1975, had in France
inspired studies on the culture de guerre.

58. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction cit.

59. Besides the texts mentioned, see also ANGELO VENTRONE, La seduzione totalitaria: guerra,
modernita, violenza politica (1914-1918), Rome, Donzelli, 2003.

60. Aswellas Lamberts, see also the perspective by CHARLES S. MAIER, Leviathan 2.0. Inventing
Modern Statehood, Cambridge (Ma.), The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2014, formerly
part of the work A World Connecting 1870-1945, ed. by Emily S. Rosemberg, Cambridge (Ma.),
The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2012.

61. G.FORMIGONL, P. POMBENTY, Una guerra civile europea 1914-1945¢ cit., p.133.
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health and the life of the State”* Again Croce pointed out that at the end
of the nineteenth century the political government looked no longer at the
people but at the “masses”, a “conglomeration, blind and impulsive, or docile
towards impulse, of the crowd, a beast that applauds or yells, a beast that
anyone may adopt to his own intent”. Nationalists and imperialists, had thus
hypocritically dealt with liberal ideology just as they had with Catholicism,
that is “as Catholic atheists”, as “liberals and humanitarians unscrupulous
of liberty and humanity”® It is in this context, not only Italian but Euro-
pean, that the most profound meaning of today’s acknowledgement may
be found: “Extreme nationalism, however, also spread and became more
radicalized in many Countries due to the war. [...] While these trends
certainly existed before the war, the conflict nonetheless accelerated and
consolidated these processes decisively”

Often used to introduce the post-World War I period, the reference to
the “great acceleration” actually takes on an essential role in seeing the First
World War as a factor of profound change in European society. The latter
underwent pressure from the contraction of time and the intensity of the
events that marked collective and personal experience during the Great War
at all levels, socio-economic, cultural and formative. The recurrent emphasis
on process acceleration, which altered the significance of processes in alter-
ing their development rates, ends up by revealing something that ultimately
constitutes a decisive feature of the First World War. It thus becomes pos-
sible to provide European history with occasionally forgotten connections
between the post-war period and the fi7z du siécle, and to set a better focus
on “at what points and under what circumstances the people of the time
undertook the road towards the abyss of the Second World War”,® when
the world Powers still reckoned on “what an addition to Europe the North
American Republic is”* in what, with hindsight, we may call a magnificent
misconception. With this readjustment to the basically European nature

62. 'Thus Vittorio Emanuele Orlando in 1910, now in PIER LUIGI BALLINT, La riforma elettorale
del 1912 in Parlamento: “la necessita parlamentare delle transazioni”, in Prima della Tempesta cit.,
p.377.

63. B.CROCE, Storia d’Europa cit., pp. 338 and 346.

64. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction cit.

65. C.CORNELISSEN, La guerra civile europea dei trent anni. Riflessioni su un topos storico-politico
cit,, p. 144.

66. B.CROCE, Storia d’Europa cit., p. 344.
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of the Great War, taking into account the enormous influential legacy of
national historiographies so long in conflict among themselves, and the
gigantic shadow of 1917 before and after the historiography educated by
the Cold War,”” today we find ourselves facing the absence of “a European
historiography” on the world war.

4. Political necessity and obscured reality of a European perspective;
ideas for a transnational historiography of the Great War

The public debate accompanying national, bilateral and multilateral
initiatives of the countries that had experienced the First World War®®
indicates some difficulty on the part of the European Union in facing the
memory of the conflict; this difficulty arose in an exceptional historical
process until recently featuring successive requests to join from the Coun-
tries of the continent.” On the approach to the present anniversary, the
European Parliament held a working session to recall that peace, security
and stability cannot be taken for granted once and for all.” Indeed, the
outset of the community path has repeatedly been set within a process
aiming to “put an end to the frequent bloody wars between neighbouring

67. Aboveall now, the observations on the Forgotten War (Zabytaja vojna) and the Patriotic War
(Oteéestvennaja vojna) from G. CIGLIANO, La Prima Guerra Mondiale cit., infra, pp.

68. Consider the plans to rebuild bridges and heal injuries, such as that of the Italian government
at the memorial monument of Redipuglia, July 6 2014 with the performance of Verdi’s Requi-
em by Riccardo Muti, in the presence of the President of the Republic, Giorgio Napolitano, the
Presidents of Slovenia, Borut Pahor, and Croatia Ivo Josipovic, and the President of the Austrian
Federal Council Ana Blatnik: hzp://www.centenariol 914-1918.it/it/2014/07/06/ concerto-di-mu-
ti-redipuglia-le-vittime-di-guerra. With reference again to initiatives promoted in Italy, see the
photo-documentary exhibition on I Romeni e la Grande Guerra, opened in Rome in December
2014 at the wish of the Romanian Embassy in Italy, curated by the Istituto Romeno di Cultura e di
ricerca umanistica di Venezia, in recognition of the Romanian Legion constituted within the Italian
army; likewise the meeting promoted by the Istituto storico austrico in Rome on “Sacro egoismo” o
fellonia senza pari”? Austria e Italia nella prima guerra mondiale, held in Rome, May 27-29 2015.
69. Croatia became the twenty-cighth member state of the Union in 2013; however, as this piece
is being written there is the prospect of a British exit from the EU in 2019.

70. 'The debate in the European Parliament was held on April 16 2014; http://www.europarl.
europa.en/news/it/news-room/content/20140415STO44548/html/Centenario-della-Prima-Guer-
ra-Mai-considerare-pace-e-stabilit% C3%A0-come-acquisite.
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countries that culminated in the Second World War””" Is not possible
to avoid perceiving in these words a certain distance not only with the
scientific research, but with the feelings of European public opinion as
well. We are warned that the fear of war was not enough to stop the “sleep-
walkers” who plunged into the drama of the 1914 summer. Already in the
1990s “it became apparent that to understand the integration of Europe
at the end of the 20th century, you had to understand the disintegration
of Europe at its beginning”’

In Trieste, one of the city-symbols of twentieth-century Europe, ques-
tions were asked regarding the silence among the establishments of Brus-
sels on the First World War, as if the issue was to be ignored with “a tacit
agenda’, “for fear of annoying” one or another of the Countries still at
war.”? The theme of political responsibility for the war, featured in the first
historiographic production from the European States on the conflict, in
fact seems to loom silently over the considerations of the European lead-
ers, while elsewhere it is discussed openly; Zhe Grear WWI Controversy:
Who Was to Blame?* Clearly, a return to the question of the origins of the
conflict isolated from an overall view of the history of European society
in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries will do nothing but rekindle
old disputes among the States: “One central focus of this first of four gen-
erations of historical writing on the Great War was war origins. This is
hardly surprising, given the explosive nature of the Allied claim in article
231 of the Peace Treaty of 1919 that Germany bore sole responsibility for
the outbreak of the war. Many historians saw it as their patriotic duty to

71. See the official site of the European Union, in the essential information on the EU: hztp://
europa.cu/about-en/en-history/1945-1959/index_it.htm.

72. ]. WINTER, Historiography 1918-Today cit., p. 11,

73. Paoro RuMiz, Europa. Viaggio sui fronti degli altri, participating in the cycle Lezioni di
storia — Guerra 1914-1918, held at the Teatro Verdi in Trieste on April 26 2015, now in h#tps://
www.yontube.com/watch2v=RoW]JQN2rdLk. The distinguished journalist wrote a book on sites in
memory of the Europeans who fell in the Great War, following the traces of the odyssey of people
from the Trento and Giulia regions called to fight for the Austro-Hungarian Empire; PAoLO RuMiZ,
Come i cavalli che dormono in piedi, Milan, Feltrinelli, 2015.

74. 'This was the presentation of the debate held on November 24 2014 at the CES of Harvard
University: “The origins of the First World War have aroused deep controversy for decades. On
the centennial of the war, there is renewed interest in revisiting its origins. Was Germany to blame?
Did Europe’s statesmen sleepwalk to war?”, begps://www.youtube.com/watch?v=KTUSqcz1YE4.
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justify the peaceful intentions of their nation in the war crisis of 1914”7

Distinctly ‘acquittal’profiles or generic co-responsibilities of the European
states, relieving any political embarrassment or possible tension, may be
of interest for globalist or fragmented historiographic approaches, which
however do not satisfy the need now arising to understand the historical
reasons for the Great War in an overall vision of Europe as a whole.

The idea of following itineraries of committed European partnerships
in support of historical research today seems practicable: this would appear
from the experience of the Europeana Collections 1914-1918, an important
project financed by the European Union. Thanks to a network of libraries
in eight European countries, since 2014 this project, in digital form on an
LT. platform, has made available an extraordinary amount of material and
sources on the history of the Great War.”®

However, moving from the collection of materials to their fruition
through research, unexpected difficulties crop up. Thus, taking part in the
financing line Reflective-5.2025. The cultural heritage of war in contem-
porary History of the praiseworthy framework program for research and
innovation Horizon 2020, you may happen to be told, regarding the con-
troversial profiles of European collective memory, that “the WW 1 memory
is not always a matter of international memory conflicts chiefly because
some of the war participants ceased to exist”’” Apart from the unfortunate
expression, it is not difficult to see that the programme referent has paid
greater attention to dynamics between states than to the experience of
the European society. Just when a Europe retrieved after the end of the
Iron Curtain seems to gather a perceptible identity from the mobility of
people, students and workers, we see a “weakness in memory” within the
institutions of the Community,” remote from the teaching of Croce ac-
cording to which “nations are not natural data but states of consciousness

75. J. WINTER, Historiography 1918-Today cit., p. 4.

76. For Italy, it was the Istituto Centrale per il Catalogo Unico delle biblioteche italiane e per le
informazioni bibliografiche (ICCU), that coordinated the Italian digital contents supplied, among
others, by the Biblioteca Universitaria Alessandrina and by the Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento
italiano; cfr. hetp://www.14-18.1t/.

77. See https://ec.europa.en/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/h2020/topics/
reflective-5-2015.html

78. P.RuMiz, Europa. Viaggio sui fronti degli altri, cit.
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and historical formations”” The promotion of wider European research
could favour common awareness of the dynamics through which the Great
War transformed socio-political territories and the cultural horizons of
the whole of Europe.®

With the retrieval of the historical depth of events, the encounter and
mixture among European peoples constitute the field of a widespread sen-
sibility of comparative research, illuminating the cultural and social itiner-
aries of populations, whether in movement or resident in local multi-ethnic
cross-borders networks, it is highlighted a complex play of national identities
and individual and collective solidarity. The reconstruction of the cult of
memory may come to mind; it has fuelled collective initiatives “which
treated the Great War as a transnational catastrophe”®!

This leads us to understand how a transnational historical interpre-
tation of the Great War cannot be confined to one single reading of one
frontier area, even the French-German area (which has produced initiatives
such as those involving Anglo-American scholars); nor can it continue to be
used instrumentally to resolve partial aspects of the war experience, such as
those, however interesting, relating to refugees. If it is true that the transna-
tional approach “includes makinga comparison between the participating
nations and regions, as well as considering their diverse entanglements
and interdependencies”* its dimension on multiple levels prevails over its
comparative character. “Transnational history does not start with one state
and move on to others, but takes multiple levels of historical experience
as given, levels which are both below and above the national level’** Only
in this sense, in clarifying the terms of the passage to be undertaken with
respect to international and global history, may we say that if “diffusion
and multiplication of knowledge and comparative research could lead to

79. 'Thus B. CROCE, Storia d’Europa cit., p. 358, for whom the Neapolitans had become Italians,
as the French and the Germans “will rise to being Europeans’.

80. P.RuMiz, Europa. Viaggio sui fronti degli altri cit.

81. We may think of Jay WINTER, Designing a War Museum. Some Reflections on Representations
of War and Combat, in Memory, Mourning, Landscape, ed. by Elizabeth Anderson, Avril Maddrell,
Kate McLoughlin, Alana Vincent, Amsterdam - New York, Rodopi, 2010, pp. 1-20.

82. 1914-1918-online. International Encyclopedia of the First World War. Introduction cit., p. 6.
83. Thus J. WINTER, Historiography 1918-1oday cit.
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rethinking and maybe even new opinions, the future of the history of the
Great War passes through the narrow gateway of transnational history”%

Thus, in its complex nineteenth-twentieth century historical identity, it
is Europe itself that is the field of choice for transnational investigation for
the scholar interested in the huge transformation of the First World War.
The Inter-regional and Euro-regional dimensions are today so obvious as to
have been reflected since the 1970s in the set-up of European programmes
and the initial steps to join the Community institutions. The sensibilities
of the socio-political debate and the results of historical sciences are again
reflected in a centennial anniversary; we therefore find ourselves facing
the challenge of a virtuous connection between the laborious promotion
of research at community level and the need for an innovative European
perspective on the Great War. Working practically on the terrain of the
history of transnational European reality, we are forced to stress “the ‘Eu-
ropean’traits typical of the national contexts”, concentrating attention “on
the dynamics of interdependence of a decision-making process which is
invariably local and at the same time national and European”®®

In this way it appears possible to start on a “European re-comprehen-
sion of the profound dynamics of rising national States and permanent Eu-
ropean particularities”, without forgetting that it is in fact the processes of
socio-economic governance of globalisation that recall us to the importance
of a political reading as the capacity to accompany the growth of a com-
plex society. At the same time, it appears possible to set up “transnational
research networks, whose activity in serious, rigorous research appears to
be fuelled by a permanent European scope, still recognisable in the context
of cultural production and of international scientific cooperation”

84. N.LABANCA, Dizionario storico della Prima guerra mondiale cit., p. XXV1.

85. National Identities and Transnational European Elites cit., p.7.

86. ANDREA CIAMPANL, Storiografia e profili transnazionali in Europa, introduction to the meeting
at the University of Babeg-Bolyai of Cluj-Napoca on February 21 2014, (now in Imperi e nazioni
nell Europa centro-orientale alla vigilia della Prima Guerra Mondiale, ed. by Ton Carja, Rome,
Istituto per la Storia del Risorgimento Italiano, 2016, p. VII).
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Romano Ugolini

The Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano
and the Great War

The Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano* possesses the larg-
est and most important collection of documents on the Great War, at
least in Italy, thanks to unceasing work begun since 1915". Italy’s heroic
period came between 1859 and 1861 with the unification process where-
in converged diverse revolutionary movements and the diplomatic and
institutional policies of the Piedmont government. In spite of numerous
difficulties, this convergence had held together until 1870 when the aim
of making Rome the capital was accomplished. When “current” policy
replaced grand idealist dreams and the great protagonists disappeared one
by one, the Risorgimento so recently achieved suddenly appeared remote
in time. Inaugurated on April 26 1884 with a huge pavilion dedicated to
the Risorgimento, the Esposizione Generale Italiana in Turin triggered the
appearance of many local museums which collected, housed and exhibit-
ed the tangible signs of that unique heritage on which the nation could
depend. Later on, central organisations were created in order to guarantee
long-term scientific and operative support to keep memory alive.

In 1906 the Regio Decreto n. 212 dated May 17 instituted a nation-
al Committee to: “raccogliere, preparare ed ordinare i documenti, i libri e
tutte le altre memorie che interessano la storia del Risorgimento italiano e di

*

The name used in the title of the present paper, Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano,
is the present one, while, as we will see, the two original roots had slight differences in their re-
spective names , one calling itself “Comitato” and the other “Societd”, followed by the same “per la
storia del Risorgimento italiano”. In 1934 the Societa took over the Comitato, and in 1935 it became
an Istituto, within the Giunta Centrale per gli studi storici.

1. All the documentation is today housed in the Museo Centrale del Risorgimento (henceforth
MCR), Fondo Guerra; the Fondo contains the “Fondo caduti” with approximately 350 files; 250,000
photographs in the “Sezione fotocinematografica”; the “Fondo documentario del Comitato” with about
25 miscellaneous files; the “Fondo Pittori-soldato” with about 450 paintings and drawings.
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prepararne e facilitarne lo studio”. Emblematically set up on September 20,
thirty-six years after the taking of Rome, this Committee was made up of 15
members of whom seven were to be residents of Rome, and was to be based
in the Victor Emmanuel Monument then under construction, that great
tribute to the first King of Italy. For the time being, the Committee was
to meet, also in Rome, in the Vittorio Emanuele National Library where
it would also be delivered the local Risorgimento collection® The “Fondo
Risorgimento” immediately began to acquire many new items and was the
first nucleus of what would become the Museo Centrale del Risorgimento®.

On November 9 of the same year, 1906, the Societa nazionale per la
storia del Risorgimento was formed in Milan at the conclusion of the first
Congresso storico del Risorgimento italiano, within the events linked to the
great international Exhibition organised in the Lombardian city. With
20 members on its central Council, the Societz was a nationwide structure
founded on the widespread participation of its members and was open to
local initiative; besides the Congresses, it arranged important initiatives
to popularise Risorgimento values, which underwent a notable boost for
the Fiftieth Anniversary of the Unification of Italy.

It was in fact with the celebrations for the Fiftieth Anniversary of the
Reign of Italy together with the events of the 1911-1912 war between
Italy and Turkey that Risorgimento ideals were no longer directed only at
archive and library tasks. First the collection of material referring to the
“irredentist” lands was enlarged, then later, in the wake of the “carthquake”
that came about in the Balkans and Turkey from 1912 on, the idea was set
in motion once more of completing national unity along the lines traced by
Mazzini in the “Manifesto” of the Giovine Italia: it is therefore misleading
to ascribe to the nationalists both the national Comitato and the members
of the national Societa per la storia del Risorgimento italiano: the person-

2. Thedecision was not appreciated by Domenico Gnoli, then Preferto of the Library. He did not
wish to give up custody of the important collection. The issue was even presented as a parliamentary
question and was settled with an additional decree, R.D. n. 730 dated November 22 1906, which
laid down that the Comizato was to take delivery of the Risorgimento asscts only after the move to
the Victor Emmanuel Monument, and that Domenico Gnoli was to be appointed as the sixteenth
member of the Comitato itself.

3. Marco P1zzo, Visita al Risorgimento. Il Museo Centrale del Risorgimento di Roma, Roma,
Gangemi, 2005, pp. 8-10. In this work, a more detailed history of the Museum and its acquisitions
may also be found .
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alities involved were for the most part no longer young, they were mindful
of their own past experience and were therefore aware of the possibility
that the unrest present in international relations might renew the positive
opportunities of 1859-1860, and that the Reign of Ttaly, following the steps
of the Reign of Sardinia half a century before, might obtain the comple-
tion of national unity. I may add that many of those personages toyed with
the plan, clearly of a Garibaldian stamp, of freeing the nations oppressed
by Austria and Hungary, while it has proved impossible to find anything
concerning plans detrimental to non-Italian-speaking populations.

With decree n. 537 dated March 21 1914, the Societd nazionale per
la storia del Risorgimento was set up as a non-profit body and its Statute
obtained State recognition. These two institutions, later to merge in today’s
Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano between 1934 and 1935
were those which faced the first Great World War. Once the conflict had
started, both the Comitato nazionale and the Societa nazionale sided with
the intervention front albeit with great caution and somewhat prudently,
given the relations that many members of the two institutions had with
Giolitti, and in view of the possibilities of achieving their objectives without
entering the war.

Both were aware that the events looming would be of exceptional
historical relevance for Italy and for the world, and there was also a
conviction even in the vehement pre-war debates of 1914 that, quite

4. RDL n. 1226 dated July 20 1934, converted into Law n. 2124 on December 20 1934, created
the Giunta centrale per gli studi storici, the Istituto storico italiano per il medio evo and the Istituto
storico italiano per leta moderna e contemporanea; the decree included the Societa nazionale per la
storia del Risorgimento, sct on a par with the two previous Institutes, which was to take over the
Museo Centrale del Risorgimento. The Comitato nazionale was disbanded and its duties passed to
the Societd. The last law was the R.D. of June 20 1935 which changed the name of the Sociezd to
today’s Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano. The new premises within the Victor Emma-
nuel Monument were inaugurated that same year, to accommodate the Istizuto and eventually the
Museum. On this topic, sece MASSIMO BATONT, La “Religione della Patria”. Musei ¢ istituti del culto
risorgimentale (1884-1918), Quinto di Treviso, Pagus, 1994; RomaNo UGOLINI, Lorganizzazione
degli studi storici, in Cento anni di storiografia sul Risorgimento. Atti del LX congresso di storia del
Risorgimento italiano (Rieti, 18-21 October 2000); Roma, Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento
italiano, 2002, pp. 83-176. Ip., I Musei del Risorgimento: conservazione, memoria, appartenenza,
in 1 Museo del Risorgimento dellArchivio di Stato di Cagliari, edited by Carla Ferrante, Cagliari,
Arkadia, 2012, pp. 15-20; Ip., I/ Risorgimento diventa storia. La genesi dell Istituto per la storia del
Risorgimento italiano, in La storia della storvia patria. Societd, Deputazioni e Istituti storici nazionali
nella costruzione dell'Italia, edited by Agostino Bistarelli, Roma, Viella, 2012, pp. 45-57.
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apart from pro-intervention or neutral decisions, the event would prove
decisive for the completion of national unity and consequently for the
completion of the Risorgimento expectations. It is no coincidence that
many Italians, however not fully appropriatedly, viewed and remem-
bered the conflict as the “fourth war of independence”. With such pre-
conditions, the Comitato and the Societa were tireless in their labour of
cultural and ideal support.

After May 24 1915, entry into war halted the two organisations’many
doubts regarding action; in agreement with each other, they undertook an
original initiative on which we will pause analytically. On one hand the
Comitato and the Societa would continue to take action to safeguard the
memory of the past by acquiring, conserving and classifying documents
and relics, and handing down to younger generations the facts and values of
a time that felt “closed” and remote. On these arguments there was in any
case a deep-seated agreement among all parties in the two organisations.

On the other hand, the desire was to aid the war effort without raising
or stimulating the previous monthsdisagreements between intervention-
ists and neutralists: the work on the library, archives and valorisation of
Risorgimento memory was amplified to include on-going events, carefully
adapting planning of tactics and methods to create an effective memory
within a Risorgimento framework of present and future happenings. With
this novel structure, the immediate outcome achieved the aims desired
without creating contrasts or disagreements: collecting documentation
and holding conferences went steadily ahead. While collection work con-
tinued and intensified, the authentically Risorgimento roots of the war
started to emerge without let or hindrance, with its purpose of reaching
and completing the nation’s frontiers to Trento and Trieste. An admirable
unity of intentions was reached on these plans, not only within each of
the two organisations, but also between the two, the Comitato and the
Societa. The Comitato worked hard to obtain material, both national and
international, that would contribute to establishing the memory of the
Great War firmly and indelibly, so that the terrible catastrophe would not
risk dissolving rapidly into a “fascino auratico che avvolge le epoche remote’.
The Societa, being associative in character, supported the collection mainly
at local level and dealt with the dissemination of Risorgimento ideals, as
support for the troops and their families. A considerable number of records
was thus put together. Following an itinerary to be examined later, this
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documentation eventually entered today’s collections at the Istizuto per la
storia del Risorgimento italiano.

Before pausing to analyse the operation undertaken by both the Cozi-
tato and the Societa during the Great War, I wish to stress that it in no way
nullifies the work then under way to preserve and valorise the “heroic”
period of the age of the Risorgimento. It ran separately but alongside such
work; in the opinion of the protagonists of the initiative it was as if there
were two Risorgimentos, one “completed” and the other in progress. The
efforts made by both organisations during the war and also post-war years
today enables the Istituto, in this long Centenary , to offer scholars and
the younger generations the unaltered heritage of papers and pictures that
bear almost daily witness to the events of those four years that changed
the world.

The national Comitato had met for the first time in the inaugural ses-
sion on April 4 1909; Giuseppe Biancheri had been appointed as the first
president by the members, but he died on October 28 1908 before taking
office. He was replaced in the first session by Gaspare Finali by Government
appointment’; the latter remained in office until his death on November
8 1914, in spite of becoming paralysed in 1912, after which he was no
longer able to follow institutional activities. During the war period we
see Paolo Boselli as president of the Comitato. He took office on March 5
1915 and, importantly, he even maintained the post between June 19 and
October 30 1917 when he headed the Italian Government®, although we
need to remember that after the gathering on April 10 1916, the Comitato
was only to meet once more on June 21 1918. One of the vice-presidents of
the Comitato since June 30 1909, Boselli had also been the promoter of the
institution decree of 1906 in his then role of Minister of Public Education
in the short Sonnino Government.

During the period of time we are dealing with, the vice-presidents were
Ferdinando Martini and Luigi Rava, general secretary Tommaso Casini,
secretary Ettore Zoccoli. As to the other members, the Comitato’s Yearbook

5. By Decree n. 793 dated December 27 1908, the president was to be appointed by the Gov-
ernment on the suggestion of the Minister of Public Education. The appointment had previously
been made by the Comizato itself.

6. Boselli remained at the head of the Comizaro until his death on March 10 1932. Succeeding
Luigi Rava in 1907, Boselli also became president of the “Societd nazionale Dante Alighieri” and
remained in this post as well until his death.
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published in 1933 lists them according to their date of appointment. At
the induction session, besides Boselli, Martini and Casini, we find Ettore
Pedotti, Francesco Pais-Serra, Raffacllo Giovagnoli, Matteo Mazziotti,
Domenico Gnoli, Giuseppe Pitr¢, Emilio Visconti Venosta, Luigi Cavalli,
Ernesto Nathan, Giustino Fortunato and Giuseppe Cesare Abba; thereafter
Alessandro D’Ancona (April 6), Felice Napoleone Canevaro (April 8),
Giuliano Bonazzi (June 8), Henry Nelson Gay (March 11 1910), Pietro
Lacava (March 20 1912), Paolo Carcano (February 5 1913), Bonaventura
Zumbini (March 5 1915), Alberto Dallolio (March 5 1915), Camillo
Montalcini (March 5 1915), Attilio Hortis (December 11 1915). After
this date there were no new entries until June 1918. At the date of Italy’s
entry into war, the following were already deceased: Abba (November 6
1910), Lacava (December 26 1912), D’Ancona (November 8 1914), - the
same day, as we have seen, of Gaspare Finali’s death -, Visconti Venosta
(November 28 1914), Gnoli (April 12 1915). During the war, the deaths
also occurred of Giovagnoli (July 15 1915), Zumbini (March 21 1916),
Pitre (April 10 1916). Secretary general Casini died on April 16 1917, but
he was not replaced?; lastly, Carcano died on April 6 1918.

In its double issue of July-October 1915° when Italy too was at war,
the journal of the Societd nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento, the
Rassegna storica del Risorgimento, printed the introduction to the Minutes
of the previous March 5 meeting of the Comitato nazionale per la Storia
del Risorgimento'® when president Boselli took office, thus showing the
shared intents of both institutions. The session was opened by the Minis-
ter of Public Education, Pasquale Grippo, who dwelt on the importance
of Paolo Boselli’s appointment as head of the Comitato since he was then
also president of the Consiglio superiore degli Archivi and of the Istituto
storico italiano; Grippo said that “/o studio critico della nostra storia, nella
complessita delle sue vicende, potra giovarsi di una sapiente unita di direzi-
one”. The Minister also recalled the tasks of the Comitato in safeguarding,

7. Annuario del Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento 1933, Bologna, Nicola Zanichelli
Editore, 1933, pp. 33-35.

8. Ivi,p.33.

9. A.IL fasc. IV-V.

10. Ivi, pp. 702-712. The complete minutes are housed in the Istituto per la storia del Risorgi-
mento italiano, MCR, Ministero della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del
Risorgimento, n. 34, 1915.
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collecting and cataloguing historical heritage, but also doing “opera di dot-
trina” and “opera di educazione”. After the usual thanks, like the Minister
before him, Boselli also mentioned “/e amarissime perdite che afflissero il
nostro Comitato”: the deaths of Finali, Visconti Venosta and D’Ancona,
and he greeted the new entries, Dallolio, Montalcini and Zumbini. Boselli
went on to mention the tasks of the Comitato, the activity carried out
and the interventions planned; he also dwelt on the “pratiche in corso per
la sistemazione del Museo, dellArchivio e della Biblioteca del Risorgimento
nelle aule del Monumento a Vittorio Emanuele II in Roma”; no mention
was made of the war raging beyond the nation’s frontiers. The Comitato met
again a few days later on March 12; topics regarded primarily organisation
and procedures, but certain new acquisitions were also discussed. On that
occasion the vice-president was elected: Rava received 6 votes, Pedotti 3
and Carcano 2; Luigi Rava was therefore appointed. The war continued
to seem a remote event.

Italian intervention however involved the Comitato straight away, as
seen from the circular letter signed by Boselli and dated “Rome, August 1
1915” and published by the Rassegna under the above-mentioned Minutes
of March 5'% The circular had been agreed with the Government and ap-
proved by the competent Ministries, Internal Affairs, Foreign Affairs, War
and Navy, and it received a wide political response.'* The heading of the
letter as well as its purpose was “Raccolta di testimonianze e di documenti
Storici sull attuale Guerra Italo-Austriaca”. No mention of the fact that Italy
was part of a coalition, rather a #rait d'union with the recently-past Risorgi-
mento for the liberation of the territories under Franz Joseph’s Austria, and
ignoring the recently cancelled alliance of more than thirty years’standing
with the historical enemy. Continuing the gist of his speech on taking office,
Boselli recalled the tasks, aims and results of the Comitato, before adding:
“Ora il Comitato nazionale ha deliberato che la valida organizzazione tanto
proficuamente esperimentata per le ricerche storiche relative al periodo della
nostra indipendenza sia messa a profitto anche per la raccolta di testimonianze
e di documenti riflettenti lattuale impresa italiana per la compiunta liberazi-

11. MCR, Ministero della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento,
n. 35, 1915.

12. Rassegna storica del Risorgimento, a. 11, fasc. IV-V, pp. 713-716.

13. The circular is fully described by M. BATONT, La “Religione della Patria’ cit., see in particular
pp- 168-169. Baioni however focuses above all on the intervention and nationalist aspect.
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one d'Italia”*. Continuing along the same lines, Boselli recalled that the
Comitato had always followed: “con animo fatto vigile dalla speranza, la
traccia luminosa delle vicende e delle aspivazioni italiane nelle terre irvedente’,
collecting works and writing, news and accounts “che hanno 0ggi il valore e
il significato di una magnanima anticipazione”."> He was even more explicit
in the passage: “La continuita e la tenace unita di propositi che collega gli
albori del nostro Risorgimento alla piena consapevolezza dell odierna impresa
redentrice deve avere specchio fedele in testimonianze storiche gelosamente
raccolte e custodite” 1

In effect, in his circular Boselli asked public and private institutions
and his own correspondents to send in: “materiale comunque storicamente
notevole rispetto all azione italiana di terra e di mare, o la indicazione di tracce
che possano, comungque, essere seguite con profitto nelle ricerche”, touching
on specific points', concerning writing, biographies, bibliographies, patri-
otic actions, political and diplomatic public documents; posters, meeting
agendas, leaflets, popular songs; diaries and correspondence, iconographic
material, Italian newspapers, foreign publications and newspapers; docu-
mentation on assistance for civilians. For the moment the president ex-
cluded documents on military action, partly for security reasons but also
because he was certain that the High Command’s Historical Office would
be dealing with that.

Boselli’s speech, however, should also be seen in its political and per-
suasive aspects; his call for efforts to collect material was upheld by the
idea of victory, for he spoke of the “svolgersi dinturno delle gloriose vicende’,
and of the “giorno solenne del loro compimento”, and also of a “nuova pagina
delle fortune della patria”. Yet the situation at the front was highly uncer-
tain; the first attacks by Cadorna were paying the penalty for incomplete
mobilisation, inexperienced troops and insufficient familiarity with the
terrain, but the adversary had not seemed invulnerable to a “hearty shove”,
however insignificant. The last paragraph of the circular opened with “Ed
ora alloperal” addressed to historians and the “volenterosi” but implicitly
to the soldiers; the message was to “far correre parallela alla storia vissuta

14. Rassegna storica del Risorgimento, a. 11, fasc. IV-V, p. 714.
15. Ibidem.

16. Ibidem.

17. Ibidem.

18. Ini,p.715.
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la raccolta delle testimonianze che la significheranno luminosamente nel piis
lontano avvenire™.

There was a very good though not uniform response to the circular,
both from Italy and from abroad; in the three and a half years of conflict
and in later years, the Comitato managed to collect an enormous quantity
of documentation. The task Boselli undertook in the name of the Comzitato
from 1915 on was institutionalised with the R.D. n. 1985 dated October
9 1919; one article of which laid down that: “Alle funzioni demandate con
lart. 1 del R. decreto 17 maggio 1906, n. 212, al Comitato nazionale per la
storia del Risorgimento si aggiunge quella di ricercare, raccogliere ed ordinare,
per facilitarne lo studlio e diffonderne la conoscenza, il materiale documentario,
bibliografico ed archivistico riferentesi alla guerra 1915-1918, materiale che
andra a costituire un archivio, una biblioteca ed un museo centrali di guerra.
Alla organizzazione, al coordinamento ed alla sistemazione scientifica di
quegli Istituti costituenti la sezione contemporanea del Comitato, savanno
preposti due delegati generali da nominarsi, su proposta della presidenza del
Comitato stesso, a norma dellart. 4 del R. decreto 17 maggio 1906, n. 212”.

In the first year of hostilities the Comitato created a “speciale divisione
per ricercare e raccogliere materiale” in agreement with the Presidenza del
Consiglio, the relevant ministries and the military high command®. The
work was shared between the Comitato’s secretary, Ettore Zoccoli, and the
general delegate for the war zone?', Libero Fracassetti, in order to maintain
coordination between Rome headquarters and military operations. Libero
Fracassetti was at that time a teacher of juridical sciences at the Istizuto
tecnico in Udine, where his home became the reference point for those
arriving for reasons connected to the war in course. Fracassetti was a well-
known personage, highly cultured, an enthusiastic scholar of economy,
law, literature and history, and also a member of the “Dante Alighieri”
and other associations; between 1906 and 1907 under the Giolitti Gov-
ernment, he had been at the head of the Cabinet of the Ministry of Public
Education with Luigi Rava. A fact not to be forgotten was that his father
Giusto, from the Veneto region, had been a patriot and fighter in 1859. A
curriculum, therefore, in logistics, relations, competence and reliability that

19. Ivi,p.716.
20. MCR,b.18,£.8
21. Ivi,b.21.
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made Fracassetti the right person for that important appointment* which
he carried out tirelessly and with immense enthusiasm, and for which he
was thereafter repeatedly commended.

In the meeting of December 11 1915 Boselli was already in a position
to give an account of the work done in collecting documents on the war
under way; he thanked Fracassetti and the Rome committee of the Sociezd
nazionale per la storia del Risorgimenti under the presidency of Senator
Mazziotti for “/azione svolta con competenza e zelo™. There was already a
nascent network of contacts with other public and private structures for
the widest possible collection of material. In the same meeting Dallolio
announced that Countess Cavazza, “presidente dell ufficio informazioni di
Bologna, ha deliberato di offrire a suo tempo al Comitato tutto il materiale
amplissimo raccolto”, underlining the importance of this collection. Lina
Bianconcini Cavazza had organised a central office in Bologna which in the
end numbered 350 volunteers, with branches in other cities also. It acted
as the intermediary between soldiers’families and the military commands
and collected all possible information on the troops in the war. *

The meeting of the national Comitato on April 10 1916, the last one
before June 1918, was almost a celebration of the work on collecting war
documentation, but it is also a detailed account of all that had been done
in very few months™. Boselli’s report states that all the State or town li-
braries had promised their best collaboration; a number had already sent
in lists of publications on the continuing conflict, and others were also

22. On Fracassetti, today almost forgotten, see Luigi Rava’s commemoration, Uz grave lutto per
la “Dante” Libero Fracassetti (1930), in LUIGI RAVA, Discorsi e scritti per la “Dante” (trenta anni
di propaganda) 1900-1931, Roma, Societa nazionale Dante Alighieri, 1932, pp. 379-383. More
generally on the “Dante Alighieri”, see the works of BEATRICE P1SA, Nazione ¢ politica nella Soci-
etd “Dante Alighieri”, Roma, Bonacci, 1995, and of PATRIZIA SALVETTI, Immagine nazionale ed
emigrazione nella Societa “Dante Alighieri”, Roma, Bonacci, 1995.

23. MCR, Ministero della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento,
n. 36, 1915.

24. PAoLA GROSSON BARONCHELLI, in her work La donna della nuova Italia. Documenti del
contributo femminile alla guerra (maggio 1915 - maggio 1917) (Milano, R. Quintieri, 1917), recalled
Cavazza’s work, stating that the “Ufficio centrale” of Bologna housed a general catalogue for the
whole Reign “i/ guale a guerra finita sara consegnato al Museo Nazionale del Risorgimento” (p.148).
On this lady see also SERENA BERSANT, 101 donne che hanno fatto grande Bologna, Roma, Newton
Compton, 2012.

25. MCR, Ministero della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento,

n.37,1916.
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willing to send any duplicates. On the subject of the “azione patriottica
remota ¢ prossima spiegata da privati e da societa a favore della Guerra’,
regarding the “remote” part, he explained that it would be necessary to
await the documentation of the “Dante Alighieri”, the Naval League and
the Touring Club; such documentation could only be completed after
the war had ended. For the “prossima” part, Boselli felt that the Comitato
already had sufficient material to write the history of the “preparazione
civile della guerra”. The many committees for civilian preparation that had
sprung up in numerous towns in Italy had already sent the Comitato their
Articles of Association and manifestos, and were still sending information
on their work in progress. As regards the political and diplomatic part, the
Comitato had already gathered the parliamentary acts, Ministries bulletins,
statistical reports and also the diplomatic “books” of the countries at war
and the transcriptions in various languages of the Italian Libro verde. The
dispatch of posters, competition announcements, proclamations etc. also
continued. The president added that the collection of popular songs had
been remarkable, as had the diaries and correspondence of the military
offered by their families. Pride of place, however, went to the collection of
the personal dossiers of the decorated and the fallen. As to the foreign press,
the Comitato already held about eighteen thousand excerpts. Moreover
the collection of material on the economic repercussions of the war had
already commenced. Boselli concluded by thanking Fracassetti who had
devoted himself to the collection “delle pubblicazioni effimere nelle rispettive
edizioni originali”, mementos, Austrian documents and a wealth of written
material, not to mention the agreements he had reached for the further
increase of acquisitions. During the session other possible acquisitions
and institutional activity were discussed. The Comitato’s labour seemed
tireless regarding both the Risorgimento and the on-going war, which is
perhaps why Rava made the proposal to the Comitato to “far conoscere al
Paese lopera propria mediante una particolareggiata relazione sulla propria
attivita”. This proposal was immediately approved and the report, signed by
Boselli, soon appeared and was published on June 15%. It was a particularly

26. Thereport was published in press: MINISTERO DELLISTRUZIONE. COMITATO NAZIONALE
PER LA STORIA DEL RISORGIMENTO, Relazione presentata dal presidente on. Paolo Boselli sull opera
svolta dal Comitato dallinizio dei suoi lavori (4 aprile 1909) al 15 giugno 1916, Roma, Tipografia
della Camera dei Deputati, 1916.
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significant moment: the outcome of the war was more uncertain than ever,
the notorious strafexpedition had begun on May 15, to which the Italian
army had reacted without much result; it had been a humiliation and a
bloodbath, and these events brought down the Salandra Government, to
be replaced by Boselli himself soon after, on June 19.

In his report Boselli recalled the setting up of the Comitato, the mem-
bers in office in June 1916%, a number of speeches, the financial situation,
the premises issue, the activity undertaken. An ample section was expressly
on the “Raccolta di documenti e testimonianze sull attuale guerva italo-aus-
triaca”, mainly repeating what he had previously said, obviously having the
publication of the speech in mind. He therefore set out from the beginning,
from the August 1 1915 circular, through to the implementation of the
programme, regarding which he wrote: “Dopo un anno di lavoro, si puo
affermare, non solo che lorganizzazione compinta risponde appieno all intento
ma che il programma delineato si viene svolgendo senza lacune™. Repeating
what he had said in the April 10 meeting, he stated that the personal dossi-
ers collected numbered about five thousand, the foreign papers amounted
to twenty-two thousand, while the photographs topped four thousand.
Criteria for the classification and ordering of the material according to
typologies were then being studied. The circular concluded with a number
of attachments giving the Royal Decrees that pertained to the life of the
Comitato and with an interesting list of member-correspondents from a
great many provinces throughout national territory.*

The Comitato did not meet again until June 21 1918. The war went
on; in the last few days the final great Austrian offensive had started, later
referred to as the Battle of Solstice, yet another slaughter. It did, however,
see a decisive and effective response from the Italian troops, later considered

27. 1In June 1916 the Comitato members were: Paolo Boselli ( president), Ferdinando Martini
and Luigi Rava (vice-presidents); other members: Giuliano Bonazzi, Felice Napoleone Canevaro,
Paolo Carcano, Tommaso Casini (general secretary), Luigi Cavalli, Alberto Dallolio, Francesco
D’Ovidio, Giustino Fortunato, Harry (named as Henry in the text) Nelson Gay, Attilio Hortis,
Matteo Mazziotti, Camillo Montalcini, Ernesto Nathan, Francesco Pais-Serra, Ettore Pedotti. (ivi,
p-9).

28. Ivi,p.76.

29. 'The list of member-correspondents given in appendix F runs to 5 pages (pp. 97-101), and,
importantly, is divided into regions. Significantly, among those included are the illustrious names
of Benedetto Croce, Giovanni Gentile and Giuseppe Lombardo Radice. See the full list in the
appendix to the present paper.
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to be the turning point in operations. Since October of the previous year,
Boselli no longer headed the Government which had fallen at the end of
a long crisis and above all after the disastrous Austrian breakthrough at
Caporetto.

The Minister of Public Education of the Orlando Government Agos-
tino Berenini was present at that meeting; he spoke in praise of Boselli
although only in the context of his activity in the Comzitaro. He highlighted
the main task carried out in those years: the “cospicua raccolta, in via di
continuo incremento, dei documenti della attuale Guerra™, a collection that
gained increasing significance as — perhaps for the first time — the outcome
of the conflict seemed to veer towards victory. Rava intervened with regard
to the Minister’s compliments; he did not miss the chance of underlining
one issue that was to come to the fore after the war, i.e. that the Comzitato’s
work would have been much easier if the Government “non avesse creato
0 lasciato sorgere” other groups with the same tasks, referring in particular
to the Historical Office, of which we shall speak later.

To stress how tasks piled up one on the other, Rava mentioned the
“opera veramente solertissima e benemerita” of Fracassetti as the Comitato’s
general delegate in the war zone. This issue was also the focus of the next
meeting on October 10. Boselli was on the one hand satisfied with the col-
lection of material that was, he said, in quantity and importance over and
above any similar initiative, yet he was not pleased with the “competition”
with other initiatives which in his opinion could not be justified. This was
a further reference to the Historical Office which was to have limited its
research to documents regarding industrial mobilisation but had in fact
extended it to all aspects of the war. Nathan proposed an agreement be-
tween the two organisations to avoid competition and achieve one single,
truly national collection; Boselli replied that he had made a number of
attempts to do this with no result. The problem of consulting the material
collected then came up for discussion since, as Boselli said, many such
requests had already arrived. It was Nathan who remarked that perhaps it
was not wise to allow the documentation to be viewed until the collection
was complete and set in order; quite apart — we would like to add - from

30. MCR, Ministero della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento,
n. 38, 1918.
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the fact that the war was still going on; Nathan’s remarks were shared by
the whole Comitato.

In spite of the problems — the war not yet over, disagreements with the
other “initiatives” — the Comitato continued its work;*' the war library
was completely catalogued while the mountain of documents, a stagger-
ing pile, had been given a provisional, mainly administrative, order. Once
the war was over and the clerks back from the front, the archive was to
be arranged in a more scientific manner according to criteria then under
study. The idea was to place the whole collection in the attics of the Victor
Emmanuel Monument.

The Comitato’s activity in those years was summed up in the second
report Boselli had printed for the years 1916-1918%; as in the first report,
the president expressed his complete satisfaction with the results achieved,
given the scarcity of personnel available and limited funding. Highest praise
again went to Ettore Zoccoli, ably assisted by Professor Emilia Formiggini
Santamaria, and to Fracassetti, accorded a whole paragraph. To give some
idea of the commitment of the Comitato and its employees, Boselli also
recalled that the work of collecting had resulted in a correspondence of
over 70,000 letters and about 80,000 circulars. The “Archivio della Guer-
ra”, then being put together, had a central nucleus of personal dossiers on
the fallen and the decorated, with birth and death certificates, portraits,
biographical notes and mementos of military action. Boselli already had
more than 13,000 complete dossiers and 12,000 still to finalise, a number
corresponding almost exactly to the present size of the Fondo caduti which
holds about 350 envelopes with more than 25,000 personal files. In the
1918 report the photographs accumulated - 9,500 donated and 2,500
reproduced at the Comitato’s expense — amounted to 12,000, but on this
count the collection was only just starting: today the Museo Centrale del
Risorgimento houses more than 250,000. He also spoke of much fruitful
collaboration with many bodies and individuals, and above all with the
Government and the single Ministries which had deposited or promised
a great deal of material, Italian and foreign newspapers above all. For all of

31. Ivi,n. 39,1918, meeting on October 10.

32. MINISTERO DELLISTRUZIONE. COMITATO NAZIONALE PER LA STORIA DEL RISORGI-
MENTO, Relazione presentata dal presidente on. Paolo Boselli sull opera svolta dal Comitato dal 15
giugno 1916 al 1S giugno 1918, Roma, Tipograﬁa operaia romana cooperativa, 1918.
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which the President was able to say: “4/ nostro Istituto, mercé una operosita

fattasi pitk alacre a mano a mano che si procedeva nelle ricerche, sia oggi in
possesso della pins cospicua raccolta italiana di documenti relativi alla nos-
tra guerra, tra quante altre ne sono state iniziate sul nostro esempio da enti
pubblici ¢ da privati; e come sia in grado - se savanno fino all’ultimo seguiti
rigorosamente i capisaldi sistematici da cui mossero le nostre indagini - di
mantenere questo ambito primato, che sard alto titolo di onore per il nostro
Istituto, e che dava modo agli studiosi venturi, anche se prossimi, di volgersi
alle nostre collezioni documentarie con certezza di potervi sempre rintracciare
la pit ricca documentazione della grande e gloriosa impresa nazionale che
0ggi viviamo™.

The work of the Comitato did not cease at the end of the war, which
finished with Italy’s victory and signing of the armistice on November
3 with effect the following day. At the end of November there had been
new acquisitions™ regarding the work of assistance and charity for soldiers
and civilians, and precious documentation had arrived from different as-
sociations; the collection of satirical and commemorative war medals had
begun, 18 of which were German and Austrian, while the Mint and other
specialised firms had been contacted regarding Italy. New contacts abroad
were also made; Boselli said: “S7 é avuta promessa dal Leblanc, fondatore del
Museo francese della guerra (ora passato allo Staro) che egli donerd al Comitato
tutti i duplicati che riguardano ['Italia”. This was an important contact;
Henri Leblanc had spared no effort in obtaining complete documenta-
tion on the war; over a short period he had gathered thousands of books,
booklets, documents, pictures and objects regarding France but also other
warring countries; he donated his collection to the country in 1917%. This
impressive amount of material was published in a series of books which
began to appear while the war was still on and continued until the Twenties,
under the general title Collection Henri Leblanc donnée a UEtat le 4 aoit
1917, La Grande Guerre. Iconographie, Bibliographie, Documents divers
(Paris, Emile-Paul Fréres Editeurs). Added to this was the “documentazione

33. Ivi, pp. V-VL

34. MCR, Ministero della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento,
n. 40, 1918, meeting on November 29.

35S. For a summary of Leblanc’s initiative see JEAN-JACQUES BECKER, La Francia ¢ la memoria
della Grande Guerra: il lutto 0 i musei?, in La Grande Guerra in vetrina. Mostre e musei in Europa,
in Memoria e Ricerca. Rivista di storia contemporanea, January-June 2001, pp. 39-47.
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completa del Teatro del Soldato al Fronte, promosso e attuato dalla Societd
degli Autori” Lastly, following guarantees already given, the undersecretary
for Propaganda Abroad®® had begun to send the Comitato the magazines
of other countries, “friends and enemies”.

During the war, then, the Comitato continued its institutional work
on the one hand; the minutes of the meetings show how the founding task
of collection, conservation, scientific research and dissemination on the
whole Risorgimento period had continued, albeit slackening somewhat in
the darkest years, 1916-1917, and in spite of financial difficulties. On the
other hand, the presidential mandate published in the 1915 circular went
ahead for the collection of documentation that would provide a complete,
objective reconstruction of the Great War. The Comitato’s work on this
and the approval it received is shown by the new members among whom
were the prominent names of General Diaz and Admiral Thaon di Revel.?

The Societa nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento was also active in
building memory of the Great War. In 1911, the year of the Fiftieth An-
niversary of the Reign of Italy, the Socieza had moved the central commit-
tee’s offices to Rome where it also held the annual Congress; at that time
General Ettore Pedotti became the second president after Bassano Gabba,
holding that appointment throughout the war until his death on January
6 1919. In this case too it is to be remembered that Pedotti kept his post,
but when Italy entered the war he took command of the IV Army Corps
and was temporarily replaced by Matteo Mazziotti. The latter became the
full president from 1920 to 1923. Mazziotti was also responsible for the
formal establishment of the Societa in 1914.

1914 was an important year for the Socieza also because publication be-
gan of its review Rassegna storica del Risorgimento to replace I/ Risorgimento
italiano. Rivista storica, first published in 1908%. Scientific in character,

36. Undersecretary for Foreign propaganda and the press was then Romeo Gallenga Stuart, in
office from November 1 1917 to January 4 1919.

37. See in reference to this the minutes of the November 29 meeting, 1918 (MCR, Ministero
della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento, n. 40, 1918).

38. Il Risorgimento italiano. Rivista storica. Organo della “Societa Nazionale per la Storia del Risorg-
imento italiano”, was in turn a transformation of the Rivista Storica del Risorgimento italiano,
published from 1896 to 1898, and resumed by the Societa Nazionale. On the formation of what
was to become today’s Comitato di Torino dell'Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano,
see the accurate work by M. BATIONTY, Cento anni di storia e memoria risorgimentali 1895-1995. 1/

54



the new journal was intended to give the outcome of original research on
the Risorgimento period. Since it started its journey on the eve of the con-
flict, it is interesting to see how it developed during those years. Initially a
two-monthly, primarily scientific periodical, the Rassegna played this role
throughout the war with very few incursions into what was happening. In
1915 the third issue of May-June printed on the frontispiece the words:
“I soci e tutti i nostri Lettori perdoneranno il ritardo nella distribuzione dei
fascicoli derivante dagli 0bblighi di altra natura imposti dalla guerra ai re-
dattori della ‘Rassegna”. The next issue, bearing the same sentence, was a
double issue for July-October and, as we have already mentioned, it carried
part of the meeting of March 5 and Boselli’s circular of August 1. The sixth
issue contained a printed band apologizing for the late publication with the
further explanation: “G/i 0bblighi di altra natura imposti dalla guerra stessa
impediscono tuttavia al prof. Giuseppe Gallavresi di curare la pubblicazione
della Rassegna storica. Questa é pertanto temporaneamente affidata ai pro-
fessori Vittorio Fiorini e Italo Raulich (Sede della Direzione, presso la Societa
per la storia del Risorgimento: Via del Gambero, 23 - Roma).” The 1915
issues also appeared after the due date of publication; during the Central
Council’s meeting on December 16 1915 President Mazziotti regretted
that up to that time only 3 issues had appeared for the previous year. The
reason for this was the absence of the editor Gallavresi who had been in
Switzerland on an unspecified mission.?” It was during that session that the
proposal was approved to place the direction of the Rassegna in the hands
of Fiorini and Raulich for the time being. Due to difficulties encountered,
the review halved publications in 1916, appearing with three double issues.
In this case too the articles are all scientific in nature, except in issue III-IV
of May-August where there was a contribution from Raffacllo Barbiera,
in tones highly patriotic and anti-Austrian, on I/ nuovo martire dell uniti
italiana CESARE BATTISTI e i suoi compagni di martirio.” The death of
Battisti, executed for high treason on July 12 1916, caused an enormous
impression in Italy; rather than as a warning, it was taken as a battle cry.
In the Rassegna Barbiera wrote: “Cesare Battisti eccita ancor pin, col suo

Comitato di Torino dell’Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento, in Rassegna storica del Risorgimento,
a. LXXXIV (1997), pp. 195-238.

39. The Central Council’s meeting is reported in Bollettino della Societd nazionale per la storia del
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martirio, allannientamento dAbsburgo e contro la barbarie teutonica™".
It was indeed a very complex moment; from May to July there had been
the above-mentioned Strafexpedition, the massacre on the Asiago Plateau,
the Austrian use of poison gas; by June 19 the Salandra Government had
already fallen while the fleeting occupation of Gorizia on August 9 had not
been enough to hearten public opinion; in those months, perhaps for the
first time, the population feared defeat in that epic conflict. A battle-cry,
at that time, not a question of nationalism or power politics, rather a cry
for the national unity so heartily invoked by so many; and the Rassegna,
though with only one article, did not fail to rally to the call. In 1917 the
two-monthly rhythm was resumed, except for issue II-IIT of March-June.
The articles kept their scientific tone; we find no explicit reference to the
war under way except for a review by G. Fenelli on I/ diritto d’Italia su
Trieste e ['lstria. Documenti, Turin, Bocca, 1915%. Although the fact is
not mentioned in the review, the work was by Francesco Salata, the well-
known historian, born on Cherso, an island under Austrian rule. He moved
to Italy in 1914; clearly of irredentist opinion, he gave wide range to his
feelings in this work of 1915. And Fenelli himself presented it as a: “doc-
umento nobilissimo della fede, lungamente serbata e operante nel silenzio,
che ai migliori cittadini della Venezia Giulia non era mancata mai, e che
un dessi volle testimoniare solennemente ai fratelli della Madre patria, in
quella memoranda vigilia darmi che fu tra laprile e il maggio del 1915, per
affrettare e quasi per domandare, in nome della sua terra, la parola liberatrice
... Linvocata parola fu pronunciata solo diciannove giorni dopo che questo
volume era stato offerto al pubblico” *

1918 saw the publication of four three-monthly issues of the Rassegna.
In the second issue an account was given of the praiseworthy work of the
national committee, reporting on the pile of documentation collected on
% a note appeared on /
carteggi della Guerra; this gave an account of the work on document col-
lection, defined as the: “raccolta governativa fondata nellArchivio di Stato
in Brescia”. This was an operation with the participation of the towns in

the war®., In the News section of the fourth issue,
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the area, school administrations, priests, orphanages, individuals and even
the Cremona Prefettura. Ersilio Michel had also collaborated in collecting
printed matter on the war at the archive library; this fact was highlighted
polemically, as it touched at the controversy about the competence for
collecting such documents, a topic that had already been tackled forceful-
ly by Boselli, as we mentioned above. In the note, among other passages,
we find: “Piace la segnalazione di tale contributo, perché, in quanto deriva
da un noto scrittore di Storia del Risorgimento che é membro del Comitato
nazionale, dimostra insussistente quell'incompatibilita che sembyro qui impe-
dire altri dal partecipare alla raccolta” Michel does not actually appear in
the Committee’s above-mentioned Yearbook; he was, however, a council
member for the Tuscan Committee of the Socieza. It is interesting to note
the numerous reactions to Boselli’s declarations regarding the single direc-
tion of the collection and the problems that might arise should there be a
number of organisations gathering material.

In order to reconstruct the Societd’s activity during the war years, the
main source is certainly the Bollettino della Societa nazionale per la storia
del Risorgimento, which had started in January 1912 to accompany the
review but with quite separate tasks as the first number announced ex-
plicitly. The Bollettino was to be “un elemento di cronaca della nostra vita
sociale, lasciando alla Rivista quel carattere di organo di alta cultura che ora
ha, e che la rende meno adatta alle minori necessita della vita della nostra
associazione”*. And it was in fact in the Bollettino’s pages that the Societa
made public its activity in wartime, frequently also giving an account of the
action of the national Committee. At the time Italy entered the war, the
two Institutes were closely linked: as well as both having their headquarter
in Rome, they shared alarge number of members, including Ettore Pedotti,
the acting president of the Socieza.

The Societa differed from the Comitato in being associative, that is a
wide-spread structure throughout national territory. In 1914 it was organ-
ised in a central council chaired by Pedotti, as just mentioned, but with
an Honorary President, Senator Antonio Manno, and in seven “Regional
Committees”, with a total of 812 members, 116 of whom belonging to
the Central Council. The Committees were distributed as follows: the
Piedmont Committee under its chairman Cesare Ferrero di Cambiano,

46. A.Ln.1, 15 January 1912, p.1.
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with 116 members; the Lombardy Committee under Francesco Novati,
241 members; the Veneto Committee under Filippo Nani Mocenigo, 65
members; the Romagna Committee under Alberto Dallolio, 43 members;
the Tuscan Committee under Ferdinando Martini, 81 members; the Rome
Committee under Matteo Mazziotti, 95 members; the Neapolitan Com-
mittee under Ferdinando del Carretto, 5S members?.

The first repercussion of war had already made itself felt in September
1914. The general assembly of the Societa was set for October 1 in Genoa:
an important meeting with the renewal of the Central Council at the end of
its three-year term on the agenda. However, Pedotti opened his three-yearly
report, published in the September Bollettino®, by explaining that “g/i spe-
ciali gravissimi eventi della sopravvenuta immane guerra europea” ™ made it
impossible to summon the meeting and that the Council would remain in
office “senza possibili previsioni di tempo”. Pedotti then illustrated in detail
the three years of activity, mentioning both the difficulties and the results
achieved. In the last part, he did not expressly touch on the intervention/
neutrality debate then firing up to split Italy; he did, however, underline
the “altamente civile ed educativo” lesson to be learnt from the history of the
Risorgimento that “rafforza negli animi del popolo il sentimento di liberta
e lamor di patria”. In the name of their institutional mission, he asked for
agreement in implementing the social programme “facendo tacere gualsiasi
risentimento personale o politico”. This last statement leads us to think that
the debate on the war had infiltrated the Societz; it cannot therefore be
taken for granted — as has occasionally been the case — that the two insti-
tutions were decisively and by mutual consent on the side of intervention,
if not nationalist. General Pedotti certainly could not be thought in any
way un-patriotic, nor could he avoid recalling the connection of the present
with the origins of the Risorgimento; he did this by citing the president
of the National Committee, concluding his long speech with the words:

47. Data taken from the Relazione triennale della Presidenza della Societa, in Bollettino della Societa
nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento, a. 111, n. 9, September 1914; on membership numbers see
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above-mentioned work by M. BA1ONI, Cento anni di storia e memoria risorgimentali 1895-1995.
1l Comitato di Torino cit., pp. 204-206.

48. Relazione triennale della Presidenza della Societa, in Bollettino della Societa nazionale per la
storia del Risorgimento cit.; the report takes up the whole publication.
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“Gli italiani di tutti i secoli venturi (diremo con le parole autorevoli dellon.
Boselli) debbono avere dinanzi il guadro completo di quelli che furono i prin-
cipi della nostra redenzione, la quale fu opera di fede, d'intelletto, di sacrificio
e di evoismo. «Da tali principi e da tali esempi gl'Italiani potranno trarre
ispirazioni e forza per fare proseguire la nostra gloriosa Italia in quelle vie
della prosperita e della liberta, che le furono dischiuse da tanti pensatori, da
tanti combattenti e da tanti martivi» ">

1914 closed with a circular letter from Pedotti to the committee chair-
meny; in it, he repeated that the “gravi avvenimenti guerreschi e politici”
meant that it was not possible to call the general assembly, hence the Cen-
tral Council “sente il dovere di continuare ancora nelle sue funzioni sino
allepoca in cui potra aver luogo [Assemblea generale dei soci™'. These post-
ponements did not greatly please the regional committees; for example,
inits session of March 11 1915, the Lombard Committee on the proposal
of its vice chairman, Baron Cristoforo Scotti, deliberated in answer that it
accepted the postponement but only to deal with current affairs and for
a period of time strictly necessary™.

The Societa continued its scientific and divulgation activity; however,
the conferences held in various parts of the country on the Risorgimento’s
great figures and events unfailingly closed with a reference to the present. In
Milan, for example, Gaetano Salvemini spoke of Mazzini’s political think-
ing to which he had devoted a well-known work and talked of brotherhood
with the Slav population; in his excursus he recalled several passages of
nineteenth century history and the Berlin Congress, to demonstrate that
“il sogno nazionale si effettua a qualungue costo”, ending: “Un popolo puo
sopraffarne un altro momentaneamente, ma paghera a lacrime di sangue il
suo trionfo™.

The Bollettino of March 1915 gave a full account of the opening session
with Boselli at the head of the National Committee®. The Rome Com-
mittee meeting of May 9 was somewhat animated and dealt wholly with
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possible initiatives for a war that was practically taken for granted. Secretary
Decio Albini declared that should the army be mobilized — an event then
considered a foregone conclusion since chairman Pedotti had already been
recalled to head the IV Army Corps — he did not believe that the Sociezd
‘the raccoglie il glorioso patrimonio delle patrie memorie, possa restare inop-
erosa e indifferente™. He commenced by proposing the “vistampa in fogli
staccati di quei proclami che nel periodo delle guerre dindipendenza fecero
vibrare [anima italiana”, in order to “risvegliare nella mente e nel cuore dei
nostri soldati nuova framma di ardimenti, nuova virtii di sacrifici™*. Council
member Giuseppe Leti referred to the Roman Republic of 1849 where he
said Aurelio Safh had created special commissions to keep up the public
spirit and promote historical values; he proposed the organization of a se-
ries of conferences: “non solo per animare quelli che devono partirve, ma anche
per impedire la depressione fra le famiglie dei soldati™ . Again in the case of
war, Giovanni Spadoni proposed the publication of a citizens'manifesto;
the chairman, Mazziotti, even thought of producing a national anthem
although he realized how hard that would prove. Albini intervened once
more with the proposal, if Italy should enter the war, to donate 60 Zire to
the Red Cross for the purchase of a bed. Some of the proposals were rather
coolly received, but all agreed to determine “di rivolgere un voto al Consiglio
Centrale, perché la nostra Societa prenda parte al movimento patriotico nel
caso di un [sic] eventuale mobilitazione dellesercito™®.

The Central Council met on May 23 and entered into a total state
of war, so to speak. After approving the Minutes of the previous session,
Albini — who was also secretary of the Rome committee — read a letter in
which president Pedotti delegated the two vice-presidents, Mazziotti and
Dallolio, to lead the Socieza; seeing that Dallolio refused, the appointment
was taken by Senator Mazziotti, chairman of the Rome committee and
also chairman of that meeting. Several proposals were made in support of
the war effort; the following decisions were eventually taken: “I. di elargire
la somma di L. 200 a favore della Croce Rossa italiana, prelevandola dal

fondo stanziato in bilancio a disposizione della presidenza; I1. di sospendere
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il Bollettino mensile per destinare le somme relative a beneficio di istituzioni
patriottiche, salvo a pubblicare qualche numero straordinario, o fogli volanti,
ove le circostanze lo richiedano; 111. di aderire in massima al Comitato gid
costituito per la vigilanza contro lo spionaggio e contro la diffusione di notizie
false e per la propaganda in mezzo alle famiglie dei richiamati; IV, a tal uopo
si da mandato di fiducia al Presidente per tutte le spese necessarie in questo
periodo eccezionale”. It was then decided to invite the regional Committees
to take action in their areas, in particular on small libraries of reviews and
patriotic books for officers and soldiers in the hospitals. Publication of
the Bollettino was suspended, and started once more in December 1915.

The Rome Committee met again on May 30 with Mazziotti who cer-
tainly had no difliculty in describing the Central Council’s deliberations
and organising the work; he added the proposal, unanimously approved, of
purchasing a flag. In closing the session, the Committee approved Vittore
Rava’s proposal to grant full powers to the president “durante le circostanze
eccezionali della Guerra”. The same day the Lombardy Committee also
met under their chairman Francesco Novati. Several members spoke on
the war that had just broken out; Novati restrained certain proposals, such
as that to organise a series of encounters with soldiers to illustrate the facts
of the Risorgimento and the aims of the current war. On creating libraries,
he told the Council that a specific committee had recently been set up in
Milan, of which he was part; the Lombardy Committee also contributed
200 lire to the Red Cross subscription. The anticipated election to renew
appointments, “veduta leccezionalita del momento”, was put off until the
following year. ®°

The Naples Committee met on September 11 and approved the man-
date contained in Boselli’s August 1 circular regarding the South of Iraly
“ed in modo particolare i documenti che gettano luce su operazioni poco o mal
note e giovano all accertamento della veritd, nonchéi documenti che illustrano
la condotta dei soldati meridionali procurando i ritratti e le biografie dei pint
valorosi”®'. These documents were to be housed at the Societa napoletana
di storia patria or at the Royal State Archives. The other Committees also
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reached agreements with local administrations, archives and museums on
war material, especially for perishable items such as posters, leaflets, book-
lets, proclamations etc. which risked being irretrievably lost as time passed.
In the following months the Socieza, with all its committees, set about
achieving the planned objectives and worked together with the National
Committee for the “raccolta di testimonianze e documenti storici sull attuale
guerra italo-austriaca’.

The sum of 200 /ire was assigned to the Red Cross, with the addition of
50 more lire for “/assistenza del soldato”®. The institution of small librar-
ies also met with a notable success; the Rome Committee, in agreement
with Military Command, sent more than five thousand publications to the
Celio Hospital®. With reference to the fundamental, already mentioned
Boselli circular of August 1, the Rome Committee of the Socieza undertook
four points: “I. Raccolta delle pubblicazioni che dimostrano litalianita delle
terre irvedente. II. Azione patriottica remota e prossima spiegata da privati
e da Societa. I1I. Raccolta di ritratti, biografie e corrispondenze dei militari
della provincia romana morti in guerra. 1V, Atti, documenti e stampati sul-
la preparazione e lassistenza civile”®. In this regard, on October 20 1915
chairman Mazziotti sent a circular to the mayors in the province of Rome.
The material, he wrote: “sara messo a disposizione del Comitato Nazionale,
il quale, come noto, ha fra gli altri suoi compiti quello di formare nel Mon-
umento a Vittorio Emanuele II [archivio, il museo e la biblioteca del nostro
Risorgimento™.

Aswe said, in December publication of the Bollettino began once more.
It opened with a patriotic note Ai soci which left no doubt about the idea
of a Risorgimento under way: “Lltalia rinnova sui campi di battaglia le
tradizioni di fede e di sacrifici che rifulsero nei tempi pin gloriosi della nostra
redenzione politica. In questo solenne ed eccezionale periodo - nel quale tutte
le energie del nostro Paese debbono essere rivolte ai gravi cimenti della guerra
- il Consiglio Direttivo e la Presidenza della nostra Societa sono stati costretti
a sospendere gran parte dell ordinario lavoro sociale. Con animo fidente nel
mirabile valore del nostro Esercito e della nostra Marina noi auspichiamo
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che la nostra Storia possa, per la maggior fortuna della patria, esaltare presto
nelle sue pagine il completo trionfo delle nostre aspirazioni nazionali e dei
nostri ideali di civilta e di giustizia. E mandiamo intanto un fervido saluto
alla falange di soldati e di marinai, ai cui eroismi sono affidate le supreme
difese e le nuove glorie d’Italia” * The Bollettino then gave an account of all
the work done by the Central Council and the Regional Committees, also
mentioning the precious collaboration of public and private organisations
and similar initiatives.

The last reunion of the Central Council in 1915 was held on December
16; besides its cultural activity, it was decided to give practical support to
the war effort. After the somewhat limited donation to the Red Cross,
Mazziotti proposed to convert “i/ fondo intangibile di £. 10.750, ora de-
positato su di un libretto di Risparmio del Monte di Pieta di Roma” into a
National War Loan bond. The proposal was immediately approved and in
fact the amount was rounded up to eleven thousand lire®”.

The Bollettino came out throughout 1916, halving the issues to be-
come two-monthly, but in any case continuing to give an account of all
activities, undertaken and planned. The main aspect was still the collection
of documents and accounts of the war under way; as already mentioned,
this was a task involving the Socieza and the Comitato Nazionale and other
institutions as well. In particular, under Mazziotti’s direction, a specific
commission was created to acquire material from all over Italy with the
support of the regional committees. Rome was to deal with the Marche
and Umbria regions as well where there were as yet no committees. The
Marche Section was set up and began working with the town councils, in
particular to collect portraits, biographical news and correspondence of
the dead and the decorated from that region, news and photographs of
damaged places, and publications and documents on the conflict®®. This
work produced immediate results and the Section, albeit operating from
Rome, formed its own internal set-up by appointing a chairman, Domen-
ico Spadoni, and a secretary, Nerino Bianchi, while awaiting a sufficient
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number of enrollments to become an independent Committee: article 3
of the Statute specified 30 members.

On March 14 1916 the members’assembly of the Piedmont Committee
clected their new officials, confirming Senator Ferrero di Cambiano as
chairman. Since the start of the war, the Committee had followed the in-
dications of the Central Council, focusing in particular on the “propaganda
patriottica necessaria nel momento’, with a cycle of conferences to demon-
strate the continuation of the Risorgimento “con la stessa idealita e con lo
stesso fervore”, to deal with the “lotte anteriori contro [Austria, idealmente
collegate colla guerra attuale”®. The Piedmont Committee also responded
to the mandate on collecting documents and reports, already under way
at the Turin City Council, especially the photographs and diaries of the
fallen. The material was to go to the Museo del Risorgimento, for which
however it was deemed desirable to find more suitable premises than those
then being used in the Mole Antonelliana.

On March 15 1916 the board of the Neapolitan regional Commit-
tee met; the on-going war became the main topic, although the finan-
cial statement for 1915 actually headed the agenda. Collecting historical
memorabilia was discussed, but Chairman De Petra also wished to recall
the recent exploit of the “hero of Lubjana’, Oreste Salomone™, who, like
vice chairman Pasquale Parente, came from Capua. The Rome regional
Committee met on April 2. Chairman Mazziotti greeted the members but
then left the secretary, Albini, to read the account of the previous two-year
period. The economic difficulties illustrated in the financial statement were
discussed, as were members who had passed away, as well as the historical
war material already collected or yet to be collected, to be sent to the Museo
del Risorgimento. The inevitable slackening in institutional activities was
spoken of, justified in the introduction almost as a duty: “Nella grande
conflagrazione che sconvolge 'Europa, in questo periodo nel quale la patria
richiede fervore di azioni e non gia rievocazione di memorie storiche, la nostra
Societa si é trovata necessariamente costretta a sospendere gran parte delle sue
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manifestazioni”". In its conclusion the report took on more patriotic tones,
stressing the unbroken line of the national Risorgimento: “Ed ora, mentre
il valore del nostro Esercito e della nostra Marina accresce di nuovi e gloriosi
fasti la storia della nostra redenzione, noi, anche come cultori degli studi storici,
aspettiamo con fede che la presente quarta guerra dindipendenza finisca col
completo trionfo delle aspirazioni nazionali e sinizi unera nuova di civilta
¢ di pace pei popoli”’. At that moment in time Italy was still concentrated
on the war against Austria, which could in part justify the idea of the
continuation of the independence wars, while exploits such as Salomones,
skillfully diffused by propaganda, were still able to mask the tragic stalemate
at the front. The Rome Committee also proceeded to renew its officials,
confirming Matteo Mazziotti as chairman.

On April 16 the Central Council of the Socieza met in presence of the
president Pedotti, although no important decisions were taken. The only
moot point regarded the Congress, already arranged for Genoa, during
which the appointments were to be renewed. The cue was given by the
Veneto Committee’s request that the Congress should be held in Venice
for the fiftieth anniversary of the liberation. Such a request was not really
acceptable given the arrangements already made with Genoa, but also be-
cause the postponement caused by the war would inevitably lengthen and
it certainly could not be discussed for 19167. The following meeting on
June 16 was under Pedotti once more; the fiftieth celebrations to be held
in Venice were discussed, as were the difhculties involved in publishing
regularly the Rassegna.

The 1916 May-June Bollettino also published a short note in which
we see the effort made to consider the on-going war as the completion of
unification. Towards the end of the first year of war there had been a few
skirmishes near the Lardaro forts, recalling: “che precisamente sotto quei
Jforti si chiuse mestamente la campagna garibaldina del 1866”7, After rec-
ollecting some events of those days, the short note closed with the words:
“Cinquant anni appresso, nel 1916, non avverra cost. Ben pits numerosi di
allora sono i volontari trentini nell esercito italiano; molti di essi hanno las-
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ciato la giovane vita sulle rocce tridentine o sulle rive dell’ Isonzo; ma gli altri,
superato Lardaro, superati gli altri ostacoli, giungeranno felici e vittoriosi a
Trento, avanguardia dellesercito liberatore™.

During the general assembly of the Neapolitan Committee members
on July 7 1916 the renewal of appointments was on the agenda. Giulio De
Petra had replaced the first chiarman Ferdinando del Carretto back in
April 1915; he asked to be replaced for health reasons, but at the insistence
of the assembly the whole Board was confirmed’. After thanking the
members, De Petra mentioned the work on collecting war documentation
then going forward together with the Naples State Archives, where all
the material was to be provisionally housed before being transferred to
the Rome Museo del Risorgimento in the Victor Emmanuel Monument.
In 1916, Licutenant General Alfredo Dallolio delivered to the Bologna
Museo del Risorgimento a series of arms taken from the Austrians in 1915,
to be exhibited to the public. He was the brother of Alberto, chairman of
the Romagna Committee and at that time undersecretary of state for arms
and munitions at the War Ministry. Of great future interest for historical
memory, the initiative was a success right away, attracting a great number
of visitors, and as propaganda for the fighting under way””.

The last reunion of the Societa’s Central Council for 1916 was held on
December 18. Yet again, both the Congress and the elections for renew-
al of appointments were postponed”. Committee activity was reported,
with mention of work both on publications and conferences which were
in any case relevant to the present, and on the progress made in collecting
war documentation through agreements with various local institutions.
The last heading of the report to members regarded the “Attuale Guerra™;
it began with what had already been done, from donations to document
collection to reading matter for soldiers in hospital. It went on in patriotic
tones to speak of duty and devotion to the homeland; not a word on the
extension of the conflict against Germany. However, already a “victorious
peace” was mentioned, a leit-motiv to be found more and more often in
promotion material and propaganda in times of trouble, particularly in

75. Ivi,p. 11

76. Ivi,n. 5, September-October 1916, p. 1.
77. lvi,p.13.

78. Ivi,n. 6, November-December 1916, p. 1.
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1917 and particularly after Caporetto. Then the longing for peace was
tempered by the fact that peace, unless it was to nullify all past efforts,
would have a meaning only with victory. Looking to the future, the Socieza
was also thinking of when, “alla fine dell aspra prova’, their work would be
more intensive and the Societa itself would be “un centro intellettuale pin
attivo per raccogliere e diffondere i ricordi della nostra indipendenza politica
e della nostra unita nazionale™.

1917 made the weight of the long conflict felt also on the Socieza’s
activity. In the Rome Committee Board Meeting of February 25, we hear
for the first time that the collection of documents, carried forward with
such enthusiasm, had so far been “opera modesta, compiuta finora per quanto
han consentito i mezzi”®. Chairman Mazziotti added that “durante questo
immane conflitto” it had not been possible to carry out any activity. This
expressed the despondency that was overwhelming the whole country, since
in fact — as we have seen — in spite of difficulties and delays institutional
activity had been fairly intensive, although “history” was by then all in the
present. The Piedmont Committee also seemed to cease its institutional
work after the activity planned for 1916 “perché molti membri, per l'in-
calzare degli avvenimenti, dovettero dedicare tutta la loro attivita disponibile
alla propaganda della guerra ed allazione patriottica nei vari Comitati di
assistenza civile™".

The Rome Board met again on May 10 to state once and for all that
the “solenne periodo della vita nazionale” did not allow tasks to be assigned
or initiatives to be undertaken. Two delegates were even appointed for an
extraordinary meeting of the Central Council, an assembly which was
again to reiterate the impossibility of holding the Congress and renewing
appointments®. The extraordinary assembly was held in Rome on June
22%; the national president Pedotti also declared that in this “exceptional
period” activity had been extremely limited. The abolition or suspension of
the Bollettino was also discussed, the reports of activity to be transferred to
the Rassegna. The strongest opposition to this came from Mazziotti. The
issue was delegated to the president and in fact the Bollettino survived only

79. Ivi,p.S.

80. Ivi,aVI, n. 1, January-February 1917, p. 2.
81. Ivi,n.2, March-April 1917, p. 1

82. Ivi,n.3, May-June 1917, pp. 1-2.

83. Ivi,n. 4, July-August 1917, pp. 2-5.
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until the end of 1917. The summaries of Committee activities, in spite of
general pessimism, showed that conferences, meetings and even document
collection had continued throughout the country. Pedotti’s letter of July 12
invited all regional committees “ promuovere una propaganda patriottica
Jra le classi pin umili e specie nei centri rurali”**. Such initiatives were to
spread Risorgimento values, make the men and events of the period known
and strengthen the spirit of “italianita” and “resistenza”; the call was well
received by all the committees. Informed of the initiative by Mazziotti, the
minister without portfolio of the Boselli Government Ubaldo Comandini
expressed high appreciation for the Societd’s decision and offered to support
this new propaganda effort with great enthusiasm®. At the end of 1917 the
Bollettino closed down; however in the last year, even in the cupio dissolvi
atmosphere, not only had it given prompt accounts of the Sociezd’s activity,
it had also published dozens of short articles on Risorgimento facts and
people, as usual with a careful eye on the connection with current events. In
the Rome Committee’s board meeting on April 12 1918, chairman Mazzi-
otti made some slight mention of the war document collection, recalling
on the one hand the restricted funding to sustain it and on the other the
disappointing response from the provincial towns®’.

Now let us return to the Comitato nazionale whose work did not slow
down when hostilities ended. During the war a great deal of material had
been collected, with particular care for anything at risk of deterioration.
Coordination between the Rome offices and the war zones through Fra-
cassetti was unceasing; there was also an intensive collaboration network
throughout the nation, but many organisations still housed material, and
in some cases claimed their prerogatives. As we mentioned above, of great
interest was the controversy with the Ufficio storiografico della mobilitazione
directed by the undersecretary for arms and munitions, set up by Giovanni
Borelli. In 1916 he had the idea of a collection of documents, starting from
the economic and industrial effort and in fact covering “/a storia documen-
tata dello sforzo dal quale uscirono gli womini e gli organi alla formidabile

84. Ivi,p.5.

85. Ibidem.

86. Ivi,n.5, September-October 1917, pp. 1-2.

87. Rassegna storica del Risorgimento, a. V (1918), fascicolo II, April-May-June, pp. 352-353.
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impresa”™®. We know that this Office had over time extended its task of
document collection thanks to an illustrious employee, Giuseppe Prezzo-
lini; on June 8 1918 not only did he state that the work of the organization
was to “ilustrare la vita della Nazione durante lattuale conflitto” and that
“una speciale Biblioteca-Archivio” had already been set up, he also asked
permission to increase the collection “ormai per il numero e per limportanza
delle pubblicazioni superiore ad ogni altra in Italia™ . The contest continued.

In his letter dated July 24 1918, in an all too explicit note the un-
dersecretary for arms and munitions, Cesare Nava, responded to queries
expressed by Boselli directly to the Minister of War; he said that all da-
ta collected, some confidential, including individual or social data, came
within the wide mobilisation sector which was not limited to industrial
mobilisation. The Office, therefore, “consapevole della cospicua e specifica
opera tracciata dal Comitato nazionale e degli accordi da esso ottenuti”, did
not intend in fact to change its objectives. Boselli replied to Nava person-
ally, requesting that the borderlines of research and collection should be
more clearly set forth, above all on that most ambiguous point defining
the documentation which could in some way come within the generical
term “mobilisation”.

The issue that had arisen during the war came up once more after the
conflict ended when the Comitato nazionale’s aim was to acquire the docu-
mentation from the Storiografico. In June 1919 there were some preliminary
meetings between the Storiografico’s director Giovanni Borelli and Boselli,
and the two Comitato delegates, Zoccoli and Fracassetti. At first Borelli ap-
peared to favour the passage of “materiale di coltura e di indagine” to the
Comitato in future’’. Boselli and Borelli met in person on June 11, but the
next day the director of the Szoriografico felt it necessary to write again to his
counterpart to set down his decision in black and white?. At that time the

88. MCR, Guerra italo-austriaca 1915, Ufficio storiografico della mobilitazione, b. 17, 1, lettera
astampa del 26 agosto 1916. On the Ufficio storiografico and its originator sce BARBARA BRACCO,
Memoria e identita della Grande Guerra. L'Ufficio Storiografico della mobilitazione (1916-1926),
Milano, Unicopli, 2002; the book does not, however, deal with the controversy with the Comitato.
89. MCR, Guerra italo-austriaca 1915, Ufficio storiografico della mobilitazione, b. 17, 1. The
letter does not name the recipient.

90. Ibidem.

91. Ibidem. Letter from Borelli to Boselli, June 10 1919.

92. Ihidem.
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issue seemed not so much one of transferring the papers to the Comitato, but
maintaining the identity of the Storiografico’s work. As Borelli stressed, the
Office had opened when Boselli himself was Premier and had fully approved
it, therefore there could be no recent “equivoci spiacevols”, hence the immedi-
ate need to “disegnare le linee di un accordo sistematico reciprocamente benefico’.

In July 1919, perhaps uncertain of Borelli’s intentions, Boselli wrote to
Premier Nitti and to the Minister of Public Education Alfredo Baccelli®?,
to whom he sent a copy of his letter to Nitti. Concerned about rumours re-
garding other destinations, Boselli asked that “erede e continuatore dell’ Ufficio
Storiografico, sia appunto il Comitato Nazionale per la Storia del Risorgimento’,
since this solution would allow the integration of “due cospicue raccolte; di
coordinarle organicamente con beneficio degli studiosi; di dare unicita di impulso
direttivo alle future ricerche; di evitare lacune dannose e duplicazioni inutili; e di
ottenere il maggior possibile risultato con il minor dispendio di energie”. Minister
Baccelli answered Boselli on July 20, not only agreeing with the proposal of
the Comitato’s president, but also assuring him of his support with the head
of the Government’. On August 7, War Minister Albricci informed Baccelli
that he had nothing against the passage of the Storiografico to the Ministry of
Public Education; such a passage would enhance “/e relazioni fra lufficio stesso
e il Comitato Nazionale per la Storia del Risorgimento”; he would therefore
await the Government’s decision.

Things changed rapidly: on December 15 1919 Borelli sent a memo-
randum to Senator Benedetto Croce? - who was, we recall, also a member
of the Central Council of the Societa per la storia del Risorgimento — in
which very briefly he asked that the Ufficio Storiografico be supported so
it could go on with its work until its collections were complete, and that
this should lead to the institution of a Socieza made up of a number of
members of the same Ufficio and other illustrious scholars and citizens,
to be set up as a charitable trust with the aid of the state, with its own li-
brary and publishing house. This position was the opposite of what he had
previously declared, and would have been that “duplicate” that he himself
had considered inappropriate.

93. Ibidem. The two letters are undated, but can be traced back to the beginning of July since the
first answer, Minister Baccelli’s, is dated July 20.

94. Ibidem. In a brief note dated July 28, Boselli warmly thanked the Minister.

95. Ibidem.
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The issue continued but deviated towards a conclusion with the setting
up of an interministerial commission under Benedetto Croce, with Fra-
cassetti taking part in its functioning. This was described in the Comitato’s
meeting of July 9 1920%; the latest Giolitti Government had been installed
the previous June 16, with Croce at the Ministry of Education. The Com-
mission had decided that “/a raccolta dello Storiografico, provvisoriamente
affidata per limmediata continuita del funzionamento ad una Biblioteca
Governativa, passi al nostro Comitato non appena questo avra dato assetto
ai nuovi local”. In front of Minister Croce, present at the meeting, Boselli
expressed his hope for an early decision. In the same meeting Boselli report-
ed on the large quantity of material collected, and on its cataloguing and
arrangement to make it available to scholars as soon as possible. In support
of this work and on the relative personnel required, Royal Decree n. 1985
dated October 9 1919 had already intervened. The issue was finally set to
rest with R.D. n. 1821 dated October 23 1924 assigning the Ufficio Storio-
grafico’s collection to the Comitato. The war came to an end. The collection
of documentation continued during the following years, not only through
acquisitions from public and private organisations but also from the War
Ministry itself, through which, among other things, material was acquired
from the Ufficio centrale notizie and the photo-cinema establishment.

During the Great War, the Socieza and the Comitato had carried out
parallel tasks with the common intent of keeping Risorgimento studies
alive, promoting scientific initiatives even in the most difficult times, and
continuing the collection of historical documents pertaining to the age of
national unification. During the same period the Comitato had made its
main task the collection of material on the war, to which the Sociezz had
greatly contributed. The fact that the Socieza was an association with mem-
bers throughout the country meant its task was to project Risorgimento
ideals and examples to the military, the wounded and the families by means
of small libraries, conferences and encounters: the war was considered to
have brought the Risorgimento to fulfilment. These two different ways
of representing and supporting the war effort came together in 1935 in
today’s Istituto per la storia del Risorgimento italiano, which has continued
the good work; it is now the custodian of an impressive amount of material

96. MCR, Ministero della Pubblica Istruzione, Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorgimento,
n. 45, 1920.
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available — as intended — to scholars from all over the world; custodian as
well of those values that passed through the “long Risorgimento”.

Today, with the serenity of the time elapsed and with the changes of
the last hundred years, the work then carried out inevitably lost the value
ofa testimony of one part against the other. It has instead acquired value
as an essential source for the reconstruction of events that saw ideas, men
and happenings encounter one another to change the face of Europe and
indeed of much of the world. We must not forget that it was also the work
of other warring nations such as France or Germany — which inspired
Borelli, for example - in forms not dissimilar, and that today it helps to
form an overall vision of that first tragic experience of globalisation.

Appendix

Elenco dei membri corrispondenti del Comitato nazionale per la storia del Risorg-
imento”’

PIEMONTE

Provincia di Alessandria: Diego Martini

Provincia di Cuneo: Angelo Vesentini, Annibale Galateri, Edoardo Ingegnatti

Provincia di Novara: Giovanni Faldella, Pietro Galloni, Giuseppe Ottolenghi,
Corradino Sella

Provincia di Torino: Giovanni Sforza, Costanzo Rinaudo, Emilio Pinchia, Adolfo

Colombo

LiGURIA
Provincia di Genova: Achille Neri, Ubaldo Mazzini, Francesco Mannucci, Vittorio
Poggi, Giulio Natali

Provincia di Porto Maurizio: Giulio Lazzari

LOMBARDIA E VALTELLINA

Provincia di Bergamo: Giuseppe Locatelli Milesi, Angelo Pavesi

Provincia di Brescia: Fvelina Martinengo Cesaresco, Gustavo Giani, Pio Bettoni
Provincia di Como: Santo Monti, Luigi Riva, Antonio Magni

97. Lelenco ¢ tratto dalla Relazione presentata dal presidente on Paolo Boselli sull opera svolta dal
Comitato dall'inizio dei suoi lavori (4 aprile 1909) al 1S giugno 1916 cit., pp. 97-101 (Allegato F).
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Provincia di Cremona: Ettore Signori, Dionisio Largajoli, Napo Albergoni, Tom-
maso Aroldi

Provincia di Mantova: Ada Sacchi Simonetta, Alessandro Luzio

Provincia di Milano: Giuseppe Gallavresi, Domenico Ghetti, Leopoldo Pulle,
Giovanni Agnelli

Provincia di Pavia: Arrigo Solmi, Robero Rampoldi

Provincia di Sondrio: Ulrico Martinelli

EmMiLia

Provincia di Bologna: Fulvio Cantoni, Albano Sorbelli, Giorgio Del Vecchio,
Alberto Baldini

Provincia di Ferrara: Giuseppe Agnelli, Patrizio Antolini

Provincia di Forli: Vittorio Franchini, Paolo Mastri, Luigi Bartorelli

Provincia di Modena: Giovanni Canevazzi, Luigi Casini, Matteo Campori

Provincia di Parma: Giovanni Mariotti

Provincia di Piacenza: Emilio Ottolenghi

Provincia di Ravenna: Pier Desiderio Pasolini, Domenico Rossi, Giuseppe Man-
zoni Ansidei, Alberto Gianola, Antonio Messeri, Giuseppe Brussi, Ignazio
Massaroli, Lorenzo Miserocchi

Provincia di Reggio Emilia: Naborre Campanini

VENETO

Provincia di Belluno: Angelo Sperti, Attilio Loero

Provincia di Padova: Francesco Turri, Francesco Franceschetti

Provincia di Treviso: Luigi Bailo

Provincia di Udine: Libero Fracassetti, Ruggero Della Torre, Luigi Suttina
Provincia di Venezia: Carlo Bullo, Antonio Battistella, Gilberto Secretan
Provincia di Verona: Giuseppe Biadego, Dante Fogarini

Provincia di Vicenza: Luigi Ongaro, Paolo M. Tua, Domenico Bortolan

ToscANA

Provincia di Arezzo: Agostino Savelli

Provincia di Firenze: Salomone Morpurgo, Guido Biagi, Agostino Gori, Luigi
Chiappelli, Paolo Giorgi

Provincia di Grosseto: Gaetano Badii

Provincia di Livorno: Achille Dina, Ersilio Michel

Provincia di Lucca: Cesare Sardi, Amy A. Bernardy

Provincia di Massa: Giovanni Cucchiari, Francesco Mariotti, Camillo Cimati

Provincia di Pisa: Gino Scaramella, Augusto Mancini, Ezio Solaini, Amerigo
Lecci, Giovanni Gentile

Provincia di Siena: Giuseppe Sanesi
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MARCHE ED UMBRIA

Provincia di Ancona: Ernesto Spadolini, Gaetano Gasperoni, Luigi Mancini

Provincia di Ascoli Piceno: Giulio Garavani, Alceo Speranza

Provincia di Macerata: Domenico Spadoni

Provincia di Pesaro Urbino: Luigi Nicoletti, Ettore Viterbo, Ruggero Mariotti,
Luigi Nardini, Giudo Orazio Di Carpegna-Falconieri

Provincia di Perugia: Giustiniano Degli Azzi Vitelleschi, Angelo Fani, Raffaello
Ricci, Angelo Sacchetti Sassetti, Salvatore Fratellini

Lazio

Leone Cactani, Ettore Tolomei, Gaetano Cogo, Vittorio Fiorini, Giovanni Sco-
toni, Mario Menghini, Fortunato Pintor, Italo Raulich, Oreste Tommasini,
Clinio Qliaranta, Cesare Pinzi, Giovanni Roncagli, Vito Lesen, Cesare Cesari,
Giuseppe Ferrari

ABRUZZO E MOLISE
Provincia di Chieti: Marchese Della Valle, Giovanni Rosso
Provincia di Tevamo: Luigi Savorini

CAMPANIA

Provincia di Avellino: Giuseppe Santangelo, Antonio Mellusi

Provincia di Caserta: Angelo Brocchi, Vincenzo Simoncelli

Provincia di Napoli: Attilio Simioni, Benedetto Croce, Raffacllo Barbiera

CALABRIE E BASILICATA

Provincia di Catanzaro: Ettore Capialbi, Giuseppe De Francesco, Filippo De
Nobili

Provincia di Cosenza: Oreste Dito

Provincia di Potenza: Decio Albini, Pietro Lacava

Provincia di Reggio Calabria: Fabrizio Plutino

SICILIA

Provincia di Caltanissetta: Giovanni Mulé-Bertolo

Provincia di Catania: Vincenzo Finocchiaro-Speciale, Giuseppe Lombardo
Radice

Provincia di Girgenti: Giuseppe Bianco

Provincia di Palermo: Alfonso Sansone, Giuseppe Labate

Provincia di Sivacusa: Gaetano Di Giovanni

Provincia di Trapani: Bernardo Genzardi
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SARDEGNA
Provincia di Cagliari: Ottone Baccaredda, Arnaldo Capra
Provincia di Sassari: Pietro Satta-Branca

TRENTINO: Livio Marchetti

SAN MARINO: Pietro Franciosi

75






Part
The European Historiography
of the Great War: a First Overview






Rémi Dalisson

French Historiography of the Great War:
from the “Battle-History” to the Total, Social History
of a Specific War (1918-2015)

French historiography on the Great War is both particular and classic
with respect to the other nations. Particular, because France, emblematic
victor in the war, has made it an identity symbol. The 14/18 war is both the
victory of the republican regime and that of French tenacity, symbolising a
nation proud and confident in itself and in its national identity. From the
very outset, study of the subject was attributed a sacred, highly important
character as of 1918 in a country that tends to be capitalise on its history'.
Yet French historiography is also dependent on university evolutions as
well as the future of the ex-servicemen and the disintegration of the na-
tional framework as the study field of a world war. In this sense, French
study of the Great War is like that of the other European countries. Lastly,
the centenary of the Great War? poses contrasting French historiography
with many questions, at times torn by university disputes, often political
and ideological in nature.

French historiography has never ceased to undergo evolution, but it
remains a political issue and in the front line of memory in France, at
a time when we are asking many questions on national identity and the
future of Europe.

1. 1 See REMI DALISSON, Célébrer la nation. Les fétes nationales en France de 1789 a nos jours,
Paris, Nouveau Monde, 2009, and JOHANN MICHEL, Gouverner les mémoires, Paris, Seuil, 2010.
2. See http://centenaire.org/fr/la-mission/la-mission-du-centenaire and NicoLas OFFEN-
STADT, ANDRE LO£z, La Grande Guerre, carnet du Centenaire, Paris, Albin Michel, 2013.
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The time of fighting history: a historiography under influence (1918-1945)

The memoirs of the servicemen: the first fundamental points in a fighting
historiography. The soldiersaccounts of their experience are the first form
of historiography on the Great War. They are the legacy that keep alive the
popular and the academic memory of this war. All genres are used?, from
poetry (Guillaume Appolinaire, Ladieu du cavalier, 1915), to the naturalist
novel (Maurice Genevoix, Sous Verdun, 1916), to the militant pamphlet
(Henri Barbusse, Le Feu. Journal d'une esconade, 1916, Roland Dorgoles,
Les croix du bois, 1919 although started in 1915), to journalism (Georges
Duhamel, Vie des Martyrs, 1917).

These accounts give different points of view, that of the doctor (Du-
hamel), the corporal (Dorgoles), the non-commissioned officer (Jacques
Péricard?) or the private (Barbusse). Most of the authors continued writing
after the war, like Genevoix or Léon Werth (who speaks of the war as a
“barracks of bodies™). The genre continued to evolve until the Thirties with
the private II class Céline (Voyage an bout de la nuit, 1932), private Jean
Giono (Le grand troupean, 1931), or Lieutenant Pierre Drieu la Rochelle
(La Comédie di Charleroi, 1934). Although these accounts were soon crit-
icised, in particular in the founding book by Jean Norton-Cru (7émoins:
essai danalyse et de critique des souvenirs de combattants édités en frangais de
1915 4 1928). All of these are the first history of the war.

These accounts complete the first historiography of the 14/18 war,
founded by the University back in 1921 with the Library/War Museum
and an association, the Society for the History of the War which from 1923
on published a Review of History of the World War. The library/museum
is directed by an ex-serviceman, a war invalid, Camille Bloch while the
ex-“poilu” and academic Pierre Renouvin at the Sorbonne began his course
on the origins of the war, before in turn directing the BDIC (Library of
Contemporary International Documentation®). In twenty years, from 1918

3. See ANTOINE COMPAGNON, La Grande Guerre des écrivains, Paris, Gallimard, 2014 and
Nicolas Beaupré Ecrits de guerre, 14-18, Paris, CNRS, 2013.

4. See JACQUES PERICARD, Debout les morts! Paris, Payot, 1915-1916.

S.  In LEoN WERTH, Clavel soldat, Paris, Albin Michel, 1919.

6. Today the review is World Wars and contemporary conflicts; JEAN-JACQUES BECKER, “La
Grande Guerre et la naissance de la BDIC”, Matériaux pour I'histoire de notre temps, Paris, BDIC,
2010/4, n°100
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to 1938, the Scientific Historical Review on historical research published
fifteen articles on the Great War, forty-seven accounts and five hundred and
sixty-one prefaces on the topic, a number never again reached until today’.

A Historiography of a classic and patriotic war. It is time for a historiogra-
phy centred on the diplomatic crises that led to war. We are in the midst of
disputes over compensation and each wants to prove the other responsible
for the war. The French government thus supplies funds so that Renouvin
can prove German responsibility, but the latter remains independent in his
work. In 1925, he publishes The Immediate Origins of the War and in 1931
Jules Isaac publishes 7he Origins of the War. The battles are at the centre of
this first historiography. The study of the numerous battles sets in motion all
forces, not military historians alone. The Lavisse (with Charles Seignobos)
on the Great War published in 1922 is for the most part on operations®;
out of five hundred and forty-eight pages, three hundred and thirty-six are
on operations and the other one hundred and fifty on diplomatic issues.
The whole forms a military history on “war school” lines in which those
fighting see little of each other, a story of war without contenders (except
for the accounts of the ex-servicemen) summarised in the summa Zhe French
army in the Great War in thirty-four volumes from 1922 to 1939.

This historiography produces an image of the war presented as the heir
to the wars of Year Two of the French Revolution. It is founded only on the
study of the fighting, the victories and the heroism of the “Poilus”. And the
republican School shortly introduces the Great War into its programmes,
starting from 1925 (implemented in 1929) and even before in books like
that of Jules Isaac in 1921. The conflict is celebrated in a series of Periz
Lavisse works for teaching in primary schools, and for secondary schools
in the famous Mallet and Isaac in the interval between the two wars’.

7. See ANTOINE PROST, JAY WINTER, Penser la guerre, un essai d’historiographie, Paris, Seuil,
2004, ch. 1, pp. 15-50.

8.  InERNEST LAVISSE, Histoire de la France contemporaine,vol. 9, La Grande Guerre, by HENRY
Bipou, AUGUSTE GAUVAIN, CHARLES SEIGNOBOS, Paris, Hachette, 1922

9. See the Workshop of Troyes (October 2014), “La guerre, le livre et lenfant, 1914-1918” and
MANON PIGNOT, Allons enfants de la patrie: génération Grande Guerre, Paris, Seuil, 2012.
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Under the political framework from Vichy to the Second War, his-
torians such as Jérdme Carcopino' having joined the regime continually
narrate these battles and these victories, the proof of French genius''. They
boast of the idealised heroism of the “poilus’, symbols of the value of the
“French race” (Charles Péguy before the Great War). This is the case of
Benoist-Mechin who came out in 1942 with Ce qui demeure and seems to
immobilise this historiography.

Cancellation and historiographical evolutions: a new look (1945-1975)

After the Second World War we see the cancellation of the Great War
in the trauma of 1939/45. Compared with such horrors, the “Great War
seems as far off as the Trojan War.”'? The Fourteen-Eighteen historiography
gives way to that of Thirty-nine/Forty-five.

A historiography in decline in spite of so many ex? As Frangois Mauriac
said in 1957: “The Great War disappears under the mud tide of 1940” and
it is the more recent war that occupies the whole of historiographical space.
The number books of eye-witness accounts on the Fourteen-Eighteen war
decreased in the Fifties-Seventies, the university works were three times less
numerous in the decade following between 1945 and 1958 and novels were
very rare (except for Georges Conchon’s book Les Honneurs de la Guerre
published in 1955). Only the elderly still study the Great War, for example
in 1951 the CNCV (the National Committee for the Memory of Verdun)
was founded by ex-soldier Maurice Genevoix. Rather than the historians, it
is the ex-servicemen who ensure the story of Fourteen-Eighteen, therefore:
imperfect and without method.

However, at the start of the 1960s, historiography began to undergo
an evolution: the ex-“Poilus’, still around fifty thousand, began to medi-
tate on this experience of war, and they wished to hand it down. Histori-
cal publications on the Great War returned, resulting in the success of the

10. Pétain’s Minister of National Education (1941-1942) and a famous historian on Roman An-
tiquities.

11. See ROBERT O. PAXTON, La France de Vichy, Paris, Seuil, 1975.

12. Bulletin de la société philomatique vosgienne, 1957, cit. by N. OFFENSTADT, Les Fusillés de la
Grande Guerre et la mémoire collective (1914-1999), Paris, Odile Jacob, 1999.
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book that came out in 1959: Vie e Mort des Frangais, 14/18". The book
was written by André Ducasse, Jacques Meyer and Gabriel Perreux, all
students and then professors; they left writings on the Fourteen-Eighteen
war, such as Ducasse who was at the front like Meyer. Encouraged by
the success of the work, its publisher ordered two books in the famous
collection Everyday Life, one on the condition of the “Poilus”, the other
on that of civilians. These are La vie quotidienne des soldats pendant la
grande guerre by Meyer, published in 1967, and La vie quotidienne des
civils en France pendant la grande guerre by Perreux, 1966.

These three successive books bear witness to the redefinition of his-
toriography on the Great War regarding the fate of the soldiers. This
fate became the object of study replacing knowledgeable books on the
causes of the war or its military aspects. The state underlined this histo-
riographical evolution ordering three broadcasts from historians to de-
cipher the Thirties. The first, entitled 14/18 la Grande Guerre, entrusted
to Marc Ferro'* is an assembly from Franco-German archives and was
very successful; a film was made of it. Ferro’s work was outstandingly
successful as published by Gallimard in 1969. However, the story of
the battles does not disappear over the historical horizon. In 1965 for
Pathé-Cinema, Henri de Turenne and Jean-Louis Guillaud wrote and
made the programme Verdun (grand prix of television criticism) which
follows this emblematic battle with the aid of the archives; it inaugurated
the series he Great Battles (1966-74) which studied the suffering of the
men more than previously. Thus, at the start of the fiftieth anniversary,
Jean Aurel appeared with the film made the year before, 14/18 with many
images from the national archive’; this film would receive an Oscar
award the year after. To conclude this memorial activism, on November
9 1968, the television produced a retrospective on the Great War live
from the exhibition of the Invalides for the programme Rond Point, an
Ile de France programme.

13. The book’s cover centres on the figure Poilu. And the painting “The sleeping soldier” is by
Dunoyer de Ségonzac, himself a veteran of the Great War.

14. MARC FERRO, 14-18, la Grande Guerre, Paris, Gallimard, 1969.

15. 'This film whose text was written by Cécil Saint Laurent, is the great (and only) documentary
on the Great War by the French school and the French television until *90.
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Change of generation, change of vision of the war. Little by little, the
military archives were opened, renewing the history of the Great War that
began to appear as a global, social, human and cultural phenomenon. These
works changed the outlook and history of the Great War. Thus, Guy Pre-
doncini’s works on the Mutinies in the French army in ’17 (published in
1968) focus more on the men than on the battles.

The series of thirty-seven radio broadcasts, entitled 14/18, monthly
programme on the First World War from 1964 to November 68 confirms
this historiographical revival. This series includes ex-Poilus who wrote on
the subject (Maurice Genevoix, Jean Guehenno, Dorgoles), historians
(Philippe Contamine, Annie Kriegel, Ferro, Renouvin, Jacques Droz) and
military personnel (General Haig). The whole thing, with interviews with
the Poilus and eye-witness accounts intersecting with historical work, deals
with political, economic, social and cultural topics. The “classic” history of
the 14/18 war of course does not disappear, as is proved by Jacques Droz’s
book The causes of the First World War published in *73. However, this book
goes beyond the classic history of diplomacy to approach the cultural and
intellectual story of the war and its causes. These successes bear witness to
the persistence and revival of the history of the Great War as a change in
the historic paradigm.

A complete, open historiography: from the “Péronne moment”
to the transnational history of the war (1975 to the present day)

The turning-point in the cultural bistory of the war: Péronne. In the
mid-Seventies, the Great War saw a return to a historical reading of the
conflict in favour of those fighting it and their suffering. The famous notion
of war culture appears, as is shown in the Verdun exchange of '75'¢ that
focused on the “life of the service-man’, “the image of the battle”, but also
on its scholastic and cultural history and how it is handed down, and shows
the evolution of historiography on the Great War.

A new generation imposed a new view on the 14/18 war. This is shown
in Antoine Prost’s thesis on Ex-Fighters and French society (1914-39), a
thesis given in 1975, and in that of Jean-Jacques Becker on French public

16. See Verdun, 1916. Acte du collogue international, Verdun, CNSV, 1976.
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opinion and the commencement of the ’14 war, in 76, while Prédoncini’s
thesis achieved great success. All three broaden the outlook on the war to-
wards society and culture, and complete the classic military and diplomatic
history of the Great War. Public opinion, economy and the soldiers’sensa-
tions become the new basis of the war story.

From this time on, historiography of the 14/18 war proceeds to-
wards the cultural with the contribution of the second generation such
as Stéphane Andoin-Rouzeau, Rémy Cazals, Jay Winter or Nicolas Of-
fenstadt". The Nanterre exchange of 88 was therefore dedicated “to the
European societies and the war” and Jean-Jacques Becker pondered on
historiographical perspectives: “In conclusion, the history of the Great
War is inseparable from that of the cultures of the people in question. They,
perhaps, may be able to give an explanation for the great mystery. Why did
the peoples of the planet thereafter, materially, accept utterly to take part
in this extraordinary drama from which the world, if the truth be known,
has never recovered?”!®

Four years later, in ’92, the same Jean Jacques Becker with Audoin-Rou-
zeau organized an encounter on “War and culture”. Everything became the
subject of study: from the most banal objects (postcards, everyday accounts
of the front, photographs, toys, flyers'?) to the most visible (monuments to
the fallen, graffiti, ex-voto, mementos from the trenches). Attitudes were
carefully observed (mourning, education, second marriages, sexuality®,
wine, hygiene): all of which led to a banalisation of the history of the
Great War as Claude Mosse*! put it. New notions appeared such as the
brutalisation of “war culture” or “war violence”.

17. For example STEPHANE AUDOUIN-ROUZEAU, Les combattants des tranchées, Paris, Armand
Colin, 1986; REMY CAZALS, 14-18, le cri d’une génération, Toulouse, Privat, 2003; J. WINTER,
(with A. PROST), Penser la Grande Guerre, Paris, Seuil, 1992, N. OFFENSTADT, Les Fusillés de la
Grande Guerre cit.

18. Jean-Jacques Becker cit. by Bruno Cabannes in /’Histoire, special issue, “30 ans qui ont changé
Ihistoire”, n° 331, May 2008, p. 66.

19. SeeJean-Pierre Verney’s magnificent collection of 50,000 objects and war mementos, now in
the War 14-18 Museum in Meaux (opened in 2013).

20. M. CONSTANT, M. GABRIELLE, Des tranchées 4 lalcove. Correspondance amoureuse et érotique
pendant la Grande Guerre, Paris, Imago, 2006.

21. GEORGE L. MOSSE, La Brutalisation des sociétés européennes. De la Grande Guerre au totali-
tarisme, Paris, Hacherte littérature, 1990 (English edition), 2000 (French edition).
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The new history of the Great War found space for future generations in
Péronne’s Historial. This was sustained by a Research Centre on the War, creat-
ed in’89; an international encounter was organised on July 16 1992 entitled
War and Culture, 14/18 to define the new historiography of the French war:

“For these populations overwhelmed by the conflict, the war is inseparable from
the representations that give sense to the suffering undergone. And this war cul-
ture, the first common point among all the social actors from 1914 to 1918, is at
the centre of the museum’s project. By means of the museum collections made
up of all types of objects, from the artillery piece from the trenches, to the box of
sweets, to the work of art, this war culture is presented to the visitor.”*

Towards a social, transnational history? This new history of the Great
War has prompted new research on the part of historians altering the rep-
resentation of the 14/18 war. In 2005, a collective called the Centre for
Research and International Debates on the 14/18 War (CRID 14-18) was
formed around Nicolas Offenstadt, Rémy Cazals and Frédéric Rousseau®
in order to complete work on the war culture. It aims to “set at the heart
of its work the practices and experiences of the actors in the war. Without
denying the contributions of cultural history to which it also intends to
contribute [....] it intends to give first place to social history in understand-
ing the war [....]. It considers it indispensable to include the practices and
experiences of all the actors in the war”*%. Even though historians often have
the absurd tendency to oppose the notions of constriction (CRID school
14-18) or of consensus (Péronne’s school)® to explain the sacrifice of the
soldiers who “resist’, their works make it possible to write a new history
of the conflict, more complex and founded on the servicemen from every
standpoint. For the Great War poses questions that require an intersection
of approaches. How did they resist, through a consensus connected to the

22. See http://www.historial.org/Musee-collection/Musee/Muscographic (consulted on
6/04/2015). The word historial and not museum also shows the intention to renew and interna-
tionalize the historical project and the museum.

23. FREDERIC ROUSSEAU, La Grande Guerre en tant quexpériences sociales, Paris, Ellipses, 2006
and by the same author Le cri dune génération, Toulouse, Privat, 2001.

24. http://crid1418.0rg/a_propos/charte_inihtml (consulted on 6/04/2015).

25. JEAN BIRNBAUM, “Guerre de tranchées en historiens”, Le Monde, 11 March 2006, in Hors
Série “Les traces d'une guerre’, pp. 80-84.
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“war culture”® or through constraints imposed by their superiors? Answers
imply a blend of cultural and social history, with no anachronisms. The
historiographical renewal of the 14/18 war opens up in public spaces the
forgotten things on which historians work (alcohol in the trenches, shell
shock and all the traumas connected to the noise of explosives, sex, words,
animals, food). In these new fields, the question of “shot as an example”
is central since it brings into play ideas on obedience, patriotic duty (or
death), conscription, solidarity, fear and consent (or constriction).

Now the historians are studying the mobilisation of the various societies,
the role of women and children, tactics and strategy, bodies and suffering,
globalisation or the role of the Americans. This diversity makes it possible
to study forgotten memories, conflicts so long hidden away, such as refusal
to fight, desertion, class issues, money problems, pacifism, but also heroism
and voluntary enrolment. The crossroads between classic history and cul-
tural and social history allows us to pass from the image of unity conveyed
by an idealised history to a more complex and contradictory “image solely
of War”?, with new approaches thanks to private archives now available.

The challenge of the Centenary and transnational history. Lastly, the Cen-
tenary provides the occasion for historiographical querying to understand
how and why soldiers were able to flight for so long in such conditions.
These questions cannot be limited to one country alone; thus the Great
War becomes international. The story of 1914-1918 becomes transnational.
Starting from France, it has to cross beyond the nations to touch univer-
sal issues (war culture, suffering, social and ethnic conflicts, shell shock®,

26. S.AUDOUIN-ROUZEAU, Historiographie et histoire culturelle du Premier Conflit mondial. Une
nouvelle approche par la culture de guerre? in La Grande Guerre 1914-1918, 80 ans d’historiographie
et de représentations (colloque international — Montpellier 20-21 November 1998), JULES MAURIN,
JEAN-CHARLES JAUFFRET (Eds.), Montpellier, Université Paul Valéry-Montpellier I1I (E.S.LD.),
2002, pp. 323-337. A review of the position of Péronne in N. OFFENSTADT, PHILIPPE OLIVERA.
EMMANUELLE PICARD ET F. ROUSSEAU, 4 propos d'une notion récente: la culture de guerre, in F.
Rousseau (dir.), Guerres, paix et sociétés, 1911-1946, Neuilly, Atlande, coll.”Clefs concours’¥
2004, p. 667-674.

27. N. OFFENSTADT, Le Chemin des Dames, de [événement a la mémoire, Paris, Stock and Le
centenaire de 14-18 est un enjeu mémoriel, in Médiapart,25/01/2014, https://blogs.mediapart.fr/
journal-cesar/

28. Itis thought that more than one fifth of the war wounded had largely suffered traumatic shock,
estimated in 0.7 million soldiers, many more than the official figures. And such trauma, which
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memories, genocides). The Encyclopedia On-line 14/18% demonstrates this
transnationality wonderfully well; it cancels frontiers as the servicemen
did, it cancels disease and suffering. This allows the history of the Great
War to emerge from its single European tropism and to face the horizons,
unknown for this topic, of Japan, Argentina and Brazil, for example.

This recent transnational dimension, which French historians have
joined, appears in the new collection published with The Cambridge History
of the First World War edited by Jay Winter, with numerous French histo-
rians: Chapter I Battles, Chapter 11 States, Chapter I11 Societies, published
by Fayard™® for France. It enables us to revisit the history of the 14/18 war,
cross-checking the sources used by each country for its own history of the
Great War. The question of the civilians killed during the fighting is also
transnational, with the population shifts of which the Armenian genocide
in 1915 is the archetype, the centenary of which calls for more study, in-
cluding its ethical and diplomatic aspects.

Conclusion. French historiography, therefore, has evolved since 1918.
Such evolution may be summarised in three stages: the time of the “bat-
tle history” up until 1940 (followed by the “forgetting” stage); then that
of “cultural history”; and lastly that of social and international history.
The whole forms a total history of the War as we find it in many other
countries®'. Lastly, this historiographic evolution, including its interna-
tional side, prompts us to return towards France and in particular to the
importance of the conflict in her history**, and to the on-going interest in
handing down the history of the 14/18 War. What sense shall we make in

present-day Europe of this renewed history**?

crossed the borders, can be better seen through connecting new sources from each country.

29. http://www.1914-1918-online.net/. is a collaboration of researchers from every country,
under the direction of the Berlin University (Frei universitit) and that of Munich (Bayarische
StaaatBibliothek).

30. J. WINTER (ed.), La premiére guerre mondiale, Tome 1 Combats, Tome 11 Etats, Tome I11
Sociétés, Paris, Fayard, 2013 and 2014 and 2015.

31. See German, English, Austrian and Hungarian interventions of the symposium. See ROBERT
BOYCE, SABINE JANSEN, PIERRE PURSEIGLE AND MARIE ScOT (coord.), “Historiographies
¢tranggres de la Premicere Guerre mondiale”, at Histoire@Politique, n° 22, January-April 2014 (Sep-
tember 22 2014).

32. GERARD NOIRIEL, 4 quoi sert “[identité nationale”? Marseille, Agone, 2007; R. DALISSON,
Histoire de la mémoire de la Grande Guerre en France, Paris, Soteca-Belin, 2015.

33. Seeat http://www.curopeanal914-1918.fr/fr/
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Gerhard Hirschfeld

The New German Historiography
of the First World War

During the recent debate about Christopher Clark’s much-acclaimed
book The Sleepwalkers (2012, German edition 2013) some German re-
viewers and commentators not only suggested that the Australian-Brit-
ish historian had written the conclusive answer to Fritz Fischer’s study of
Germany’s “Griff nach der Weltmacht” [grasp for world power] of 1961,
but they seemed to imply that modern German historiography of the First
World War had all started with Fritz Fischer. This is of course blatant non-
sense. Historiography of “Great War” had already begun during the war
(generally with war chronicles and documentaries) and it continued and
even increased after the war had ended (initially undertaken by military
historians of the Reich Archive). But it has to be said: The “Fischer con-
troversy” of the early 1960s surely represented a scholarly watershed in the
tradition of World War One historiography.

After the end of the Second World War German (i.e. West German)
historians simply continued where they or the previous generation of
professional historians had left off after 1933. Their work concentrated
again on the question of Kriegsschuld [war guilt] that had been triggered
by article 231 (the famous Kriegsschuldparagraph) of the Versailles Peace
Treaty, thereby confirming the widely held public belief that responsibility
for the outbreak of the war in 1914 was not a German prerogative but
had to be shared by all major European nations. David Lloyd-George’s
famous verdict of 1934 “The nations slithered over the brink into the
boiling cauldron of war without any trace of apprehension or dismay”
was condensed and rephrased to “Wir sind doch alle hineingeschlittert”
[we all skidded into it]. This sentence was doubtless one of the most often
quoted phrases in Germany during the 1950s when historians as well as

other Bildungsbiirger [educated bourgeois]were referring to the outbreak
of the First World War.
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Hardly any serious research was undertaken as this was not regarded to
be essential - for two reasons: firstly, the shock of 1945 seemed to have total-
ly overshadowed the historical importance of the previous war and second-
ly, the majority of German historians seemed to be firmly convinced - as
the military historian Walter Hubatsch categorically stated in 1955 - that
the “history of the years 1918 has been better researched than almost any
other epoch. The historian stands everywhere on firm ground”. Gerhard
Ritter and Friedrich Meinecke, the two most renowned and academically
extremely influential historians at the time, rejected every idea of a revised
view or re-interpretation of World War I. With their insistence upon the
value of a handed-down German national historiography, they and other
historians barricaded their ability to question traditional views and al-
so to benefit from the by now very intensive research of other countries
on the “Great War”. Neither Pierre Renouvin’s earlier important studies
Les origines immédiates de la Guerre (1925) and La crise européenne et la
Grande Guerre (1934) nor Luigi Albertini’s Le origine della Guerra del 1914
(1942/43), not even the English translation (1952-55), did get any real
attention from German scholars. On the other hand, a carefully phrased
critical position from inside the Zunf? (the trade - as the older German
historical profession used to call itself) like that of Ludwig Dehio, who
in 1951 had referred to Germany’s policies before 1914 as “a constantly
increasing risk of war”, was equally dismissed.

It was precisely this scholarly arrogance and obvious complacency, that
fostered the strong reaction by many German historians to Fritz Fischer’s
interpretation and assessment of the overwhelming responsibility of the
Kaiserreich for the outbreak of the First World War. The “Fischer contro-
versy” became the first Historikerstreit [battle of historians] in Germany’s
post-war history. Its repercussions reached far beyond the academic world,
proking and irritating large segments of the bourgois milieu in Germany.
A few conservative politicians, among them the Minister of Defence and
leader of the Bavarian CSU, Franz-Josef Strauss, even tried - though unsuc-
cessfully - to prevent Professor Fischer from giving lectures at US-American
universities. But it was too late: with his pioneering studies Fritz Fischer
had started a new and intensive debate about the causes and responsibilities
for the “Great War”.

The irony of the “Fischer debate”, however, was that “Griff nach der
Weltmacht” presented a classical or rather conventional history of diploma-
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cy. Fischer’s interpretations were based almost exclusively on government
and other official sources. Economic or social arguments were largely ig-
nored, or, at least, they played a subordinated role. It was only gradually,
so to speak, with every new edition of his World War studies, that Fritz
Fischer's horizon of political and diplomatic history widened. With a
suggested continuity between Wilhelmine and Nazi Germany Fischer also
contributed to the paradigm of a German Sonderweg [special way] that was
later suggested by then younger German historians (like i.a. Heinrich-Au-
gust Winkler and Hans-Ulrich Wehler).

Fischer’s theses and conclusions are, of course, no longer a challenge for
Germany’s professional historians — in some respects (the role of the Kaiser)
they were even misleading. But at their time, Fischer’s studies helped to
overcome the old-style national historiography and create the basis for a
new and inspiring view of the German Kaiserreich and the history of the
“Great War”. Even the usually rather dogmatic-opinionated Marxist-Len-
inist school of GDR-historians working on World War I welcomed Fritz
Fischer’s studies for their provocative and challenging ideas and interpre-
tations. According to a retrospective view by the undisputed doyen of this
school, Fritz Klein, Fischer’s critical position remained for many years a
kind the indicator for GDR-historians for evaluating West-German his-
toriography on this period.

In the late 1960s and throughout the 1970s a number of substantial
studies were published (some of them came from Fritz Fischer’s Hamburg
school) that dealt primarily with the social and economic history of the First
World War: with the organization of the war economy, with the causes and
effects of war inflation, with labour relations during the war years, and, above
all, with the political and economic changes and distortions within German
society as a result of the war. To some extent these studies tied up with much
carlier publications by the American Carnegie-Endowment for International
Peace (between 1911 and 1941) that were concerned with similar questions
and problems. The two most challenging books were Gerald D. Feldman’s
Army Industry and Labor (1966) and Jirgen Kocka’s Klassengesellschaft im
Krieg [Class society in war] (1973). Kocka’s suggestion that the causes of the
November revolution of 1918 could be explained by the process of social
changes and the conflicts of distribution during the war, resonated consid-
erably. Thus the structural and social-economic interpretation became the
hallmark of World War I research during this period.
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One central aspect, however, was clearly missing from these interpre-
tations: the “human factor” and the so-called “war experience”. In oth-
er words: how did average people — soldiers at the front as well as men,
women and children at home — view and encounter the war and how did
they reconcile with such an exceptional situation - existentially as well as
socially? By the early 1990s German World War I-historiography began to
take up these questions by turning towards new objectives, contents and
methods, all linked with the fields of cultural history, histoire de mental-
ité [history of mentalities] and Alltagsgeschichte [every-day history]. This
change of paradigm occurred in most national historiographies, although
the approaches seemed to have differed considerably. In contrast to their
German colleagues British and French historians could draw on somewhat
longer traditions of “a history of mentalities” (notably the historiographical
tradition of the Annales School of the late 1920s) respectively of a soldierly
“history from below” (the history of private Tommy Atkins). Consequently,
one of the first German publications (1992) in this respect bore the title
Der Krieg des kleinen Mannes [war of the little man].

During the last two decades the various facets of the so-called war
experience became a predominant topic of the German World War I histori-
ography. This, however, happened no longer in a mood of openly celebrated
patriotism (and occasional chauvinism) like in the 1920s and 1930s, but
as a topic of serious research based on a wide range of sources, notably
on so-called Ego-documents. Soldierly life at the front as well as civilian
life at the homefront was investigated by means of private diaries, letters,
picture postcards, photographs, but also by field journals and newspapers.
In particular, the discovery of Feldpost [soldiersmail] as a hitherto rather
“unknown popular historical source” (Peter Knoch) turned out to be an
important find. Diaries and letters from the soldiers at the front as well as
from their families and friends, now lent a voice to people which otherwise
would have remained silent.

In this context one should stress the growing interest of German histori-
ans for local and regional histories. A number of studies on A//tagsgeschichte
investigated changing living conditions during the war, and the relationship
between men and women faced with a growing distance between home and
the front. Other research dealt with the different phases of the war, with a
special focus on the beginning. The old topos of a unifying Augusterlebnis
[August experience] has been categorically questioned or at least differenti-
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ated to a large degree. War enthusiasm during the first days in August 1914
was far more apparent in the anonymity of bigger German cities than, for
instance, in smaller towns or villages. Studies on rural areas like Bavaria
or on border regions of the German Reich like the old university town of
Freiburg underline the notion that public mood varied extensively even
during the first days of the war, and that these variations strongly depended
on local environments and the influence of social classes. Combining local
and regional research with the theoretical concept of Al/tagsgeschichte sure-
ly became one of the hallmarks of German World War I-historiography.
The investigation into life at the fronts have especially considered how the
experience of material and mass warfare (and in particular the trench war)
had affected the morale of soldiers between 1914 and 1918. During the
last months of the war, the apparent loss of morale among German soldiers
on the Western front almost reached proportions of a “hidden military
strike” (Wilhelm Deist), resulting in mass desertions and unauthorized
leave from the front.

For some time now Alltagsgeschichte and the historiography of men-
talities have been modified and extended in favour of an internationally
correlated research into Kriegskulturen [war cultures]. Under the subject
matter of war cultures or guerre et cultures we now find histories and nar-
ratives of war mentalities, war experiences, propaganda and ideology but
also studies on the role of gender and/or masculinity during and after
the war - one of the first works on the important role of gender during
the war has been Ute Daniel’s pioneering study on working class women
(1989). War cultures may comprise research on often ambivalent attitudes
towards the war of intellectuals, artists and scientists (the work of the late
Wolfgang J. Mommsen must be named here) but also on forms of a very
specific culture of “coming to terms with the experience of war”, as this has
been analysed and described in studies about different ways of mourning
and remembrance. Decisive impulses came from the American historian
George L. Mosse, whose books Fallen Soldiers (1990) about the “cult of
soldiers killed in action” and about the “myth of war experience” received
widespread attention. Additional stimulus was provided by Jay Winter, i.a.
through his important study Sizes of Memory — Sites of Mourning (1995).
In contrast, Paul Fussel’s pioneering literary studies about the “frontline
experience” (notably his significant book 7he Grear War and Modern Mem-
01y, 1975) received relatively little attention. For German historians it was
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undoubtedly too early to become generally acknowledged as an important
contribution to a new cultural interpretation of the war.

The noticeable expansion of themes and methodologies points to an-
other important development of World War I-historiography in Germany
in recent years: the linking-up and ensuing close cooperation of German
historians with researchers in other countries and continents. This cooper-
ation has been facilitated through direct contacts and regular exchanges as
well as through participating in international conferences and contributing
to international publications. A most instructive example for this kind of
networking across national borders and academic boundaries is the exist-
ence and scientific output of international research centres like the Historial
de la Grande Guerre in Péronne (Somme), currently the focal point for
World War I-studies, or the impressive activities of the International Society

for First World War Studies, avery productive association of post-graduate
and post-doctoral scholars from many European universities.

The scholarly expansion of research vis-a-vis the Great War has also left
its impact on the curricula and research agenda of German universities. I
just refer here to our own Baden-Wiirttemberg-project on the social history
and the history of mentalities of World War I, which was jointly organized
and successfully carried through between 1992 and 1996 by the Depart-
ments of Modern History of the universities of Freiburg and Tibingen and
by the Bibliothek fuir Zeitgeschichte/Library of Contemporary History in
Stuttgart. The project involved more than 30 postgraduate students and
produced, among others, 17 Ph.D.-studies. The University of Tiibingen
was also host and venue of an equally rewarding, though much bigger,
research project Kriegserfabrungen. Krieg und Gesellschaft in der Neuzeit
[war experiences: war and societies in modern times] that focussed on
wars and their aftermaths in four centuries - from the Thirty Years War to
the Cold War. The interdisciplinary Sonderforschungsbereich 437 [special
research field] involved not only historians but also a great number of other
disciplines in the humanities and was generously financed by the Deutsche
Forschungsgemeinschaft [German Research Council]. It ran between 1999
and 2008 and generated a number of very fine World War I-studies by
historians, social anthropologists, students of literature, etc.

The growing public interest in Germany for the zew history of the
Great War over the last two decades was as much the result of a generational
change as of the described new orientation of historians towards a history of
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guerre et culture. The First World War seems to have finally escaped from the
shadow of the Second World War to become a surprisingly popular subject
for history books, historical and political magazines, TV-documentaries
and feature films. This was quite obvious during the Centenarium in 2014
with more than 180 (according to my publisher) new German publications.
Most of the popular books on the “Great War” available in Germany today
have a sound basis concerning sources and interpretations; only a minority
occasionally uses a mild form of historical dramatization or counterfactual
provocation, which may turn out as a kind of “What would have happened,
if ?” There is also a plethora of impressive coffee-table books and excellently
produced catalogues, which are often presented to the genuinely interested
public in connection with historical presentations or TV-documentaries
about the “Great War”.

Apart from their international and often comparative approaches, the
majority of recent exhibitions of the First World War make good use of
the current state of research, in particular, by employing also the histori-
ographical concept of war cultures or guerre et culture. As a welcoming
result the catalogues that were written and produced in preparing these
presentations often became standard works and thus benchmarks in their
own right. Unlike France, Belgium and other countries, Germany does
not possess a central museum of the Great War. This, however, has not
turned out to be a drawback — on the contrary. Special exhibitions that
are in any case only held for relatively short periods are usually spared the
obvious deficits and long standing controversies, which seemed to be part
and parcel of historical museums and monuments these days throughout
the world. Instead they are usually open for innovative and experimental
ideas, they are able to reflect scholarly arguments and, in any case, they are
much cheaper than permanent solutions.

So, which are the desiderata on our list of historiographical projects
and achievements about the First World War in Germany? What is still
lacking is an internationally comparative study of the political, economic,
social and cultural processes during the war, although the socio-econom-
ic and demographic research that went into the three Capital Cities at
War (initiated by Jay Winter and Jean-Louis Robert) forms an impressive
step in the right direction. Another part that has been widely neglected
in the historiography of World War I is a thorough description of the
links between collective mentalities and individual decisions respectively
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individual actions. This became apparent in the fierce debate in Germany
and elsewhere about the role of decision makers during the July crisis 1914
following Christopher Clark’s book Sleepwalkers. One of the central tasks
of future World War I-historiography, as an “understanding” structural
history of the war, is to integrate the research on Alltags- and Mentalitiits-
geschichte into the history of political and military decisions taken during
the war. What should then become obvious are the prevailing stereotypes
of perceptions, the limits of understanding, the existing group pressure in
the process of decision-making, but also the wide spread ignorance about
the real course of the war, both, at the front and at home.
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Stefan Wedrac

Austria and the Memory of the First World War

1. Historiography

Austrian historiography on the Great War in Austria can be divided
into five stages: the preparations already under way during the war; the
so-called “officers’historiography” of the early post-war period; Nazism;
the stagnation in the Forties, Fifties and Sixties; and lastly the new research
approaches of the Seventies up until the present day.

Already during the war the Austro-Hungarian Supreme Command
considered making a description of the war events in order to inform and
guide public opinion. This propaganda task was assigned to the Kriegsar-
chiv, the old war archive in existence since the eighteenth century, and the
press group at the Supreme Command of the army. In 1917 the director
of the Kriegsarchiv laid down directives valid also for the historiography
of the post-war period in Austria: the historiography of the war was to
remain in the hands of the officers and thus the eye-witnesses directing
public opinion with a standard work. This work was to be published as
soon as possible after the war and would highlight the positive events for
Austria-Hungary while the negative facts for the monarchy were to be kept
from the readers. Through a divergence in opinion, however, an overall
history was never achieved and only a few isolated works of importance
were produced before 1918".

1. OswaLp UBEREGGER, Geschichtsschreibung und Erinnerung, in Katastrophenjabre. Der Erste
Weltkrieg und Tirol, ed. by HERMANN JW. KUPRIAN, O. UBEREGGER, Innsbruck, Universititsver-
lag Wagner, 2014, pp. 548-550; O. UBEREGGER, Vom militirischen Paradigma zur ‘Kulturgeschichte
des Krieges'? Entwicklungslinien der isterreichischen Weltkriegsgeschichtsschreibung im Spannungsfeld
militirisch-politischer Instrumentalisierung und universitirer Verwissenschafilichung, in Zwischen
Nation und Region. Weltkriegsforschung im interregionalen Vergleich. Ergebnisse und Perspektiven,
ed. by O. UBEREGGER, Innsbruck, Universititsverlag Wagner, 2004, pp. 64-70.
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After the fall of the monarchy the young Austrian republic was not
interested in a history of the war because both politics and the army were
dominated by the socialists. It was only a few years later that the Catholic
and nationalist parties formed a government and the state was increasingly
under the influence of the conservative-nationalist right®. In this environ-
ment the war ministers promoted work on the war. Again, it was the Krieg-
sarchiv in Vienna, full of veteran war officers, to take on the assignment.
Between 1930 and 1938 the work Osterreich-Ungarns letzter Krieg® [ The
Last War of Austria-Hungary] was published with seven volumes of text
and seven volumes of maps. Officers only, whether functionaries of the
Kriegsarchiv or external officers, contributed to these books.

The Last War focused on the military aspects of the conflict, from the
tactical to the strategic level. It is purely a history of the battles without
considering the political and social situations. Moreover, it is in nature an
apologia, since the Austrian officers attempted to hide their failure and
attribute it to the so-called home front, i.e. to civilians and politicians®.
This was done because the Habsburg officers in the Austrian republic were
nostalgic for the monarchy which provided them not only with a position
and payment, but also prestige and esteem as the leaders of the emperor’s
soldiers. They lost all of this in 1918 and had to face accusations and hatred
due to the lost war and also because of their frequently uncivilised behav-
iour towards the common soldiers. For them, the work The Last War was
at least to give them back their honour.

In 1934 Austria was transformed into a Fascist regime wherein the
Catholic-conservative forces were dominant. They saw the First World
War as the “hardest battle of the best army of the old Austria”. Schoolbooks
and official publications were all about the heroism of the soldiers who
defended with honour an idealised “world of yesterday™. From today’s

2. WALTER GOLDINGER, Geschichte der Republik Osterreich, Vienna, Verlag fiir Geschichte und
Politik, 1962, pp. 77-201.

3. Osterreich-Ungarns letzter Krieg, directed by EDMUND GLAISE-HORSTENAU, ed. by OSTER-
REICHISCHES BUNDESMINISTERIUM FUR HEERESWESEN, Vienna, Verlag der Militirwissen-
schaftlichen Mitteilungen, 1930-1938, 15 vols. As well as seven volumes of text and maps there is
an index volume.

4. O.UBEREGGER, Vom militirischen Paradigma cit., pp. 78-91.

5.  WERNER SUPPANZ, Dieitalienische Front im osterreichischen kollektiven Gediichinis, in Kriegin
den Alpen. Osterveich-Ungarn und Italien im Ersten Weltkrieg, ed. by NicoLa LABANCA, OSWALD
UBEREGGER, Wien—Koln-Weimar, Bohlau, 2015, pp. 310-311, 232-327.
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point of view, therefore, no great progress or success appears in the his-
toriography of those years. Austria was annexed to Germany in 1938 and
the Nazis viewed the first war differently from the Austrian officers. The
first war was seen as the prelude to the great German battle for Europe;
they judged the Austro-Hungarian army to be full of inferior individuals.
For this reason Austrian historiography during Nazism remained for the
most part silent on the first war.

Once the Second World War was over, research on World War I did
not start again until the late Fifties. The Kriegasarchiv documents had been
dispersed all over Austria due to war measures, the archive was under the
direction of civilian officials and the pre-1918 documents were released
only in 1956°. At the same time the old official functionaries were replaced
by non-military personnel, and in Austrian universities a new generation
of historians began to deal with the First World War. The professors to
promote many research doctorates on numerous aspects of the First World
War were Richard Plaschka, Fritz Fellner and Ludwig Jedlicka”. The out-
come was a number of important studies such as that of Richard Plaschka,
Horst Haselsteiner and Arnold Suppan on the home front (Innere Front.
Militirassistenz, Widerstand und Umsturz in der Donaumonarchie 1918)
in 1974®. The university historians noted that the historiography of the
post-First World War officers was not only full of gaps but also effectively
apologist and absolutely required correction.

The correction came about during the twenty years preceding the cente-
nary: Austrian historiography in certain centres such as Innsbruck, Vienna
and Graz dealt with themes of women in war, the economy, everyday life
and many more. This can be seen as a “cultural turn” in Austrian histori-
ography on the First World War’. Departure from heroism was important:
with the miscellany Osterreich und der GrofSe Krieg 1914—1918 [Austria
and the Great War 1914-1918] the editors underlined the culture of hatred

6. O.UBEREGGER, Vom militirischen Paradigma cit., p. 97.

7. Ivi, pp. 99-30.

8. RICHARD GEORG PLASCHKA, HORST HASELSTEINER, ARNOLD SUPPAN, Innnere Front. Mil-
itdrassistenz, Widerstand und Umsturz in der Donaumonarchie 1918, Vienna, Verlag fiir Geschichte
und Politik, 1974, 2 vol.

9. O.UBEREGGER, Vom militirischen Paradigma cit., pp. 109-116.
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and violence of the conflict in Austria'®. One essential landmark was that
of Manfried Rauchensteiner’s study Der Tod des Doppeladlers' [ The Death
of the Double-Headed Eagle] in which the author brings together the
military, economic and social history of the war. Until the publication of
anew integrated edition in 2013 with the title Der Erste Weltkrieg und das
Ende der Habsburgermonarchie' [ The First World War and the End of the
Hapsburg Monarchy], the book was the reference point for many scholars.

In conclusion, I would like to glance at the 2014 Centenary. Back in
2013 the Austrian Foreign Ministry appointed ten Austrian historians to
elaborate a fundamental document on Austria and the First World War.
The outcome was a small booklet of nearly 40 pages which gives a brief
overall view of the present state of historiography". The interest of the
scientific world for the Great War around 2014 was striking and many
historians published books and essays on that occasion. The result was a
wide range of works on the First World War and Austria-Hungary. There
are regional studies', social aspects”, illustrated volumes'®, works on the
authorsancestors!’, new editions of books'® and miscellanies'. It is clear

10. Osterreich und der GrofSe Krieg 1914 — 1918. Die andere Seite der Geschichte, a cura di KLaus
AMAN, HUBERT LENGAUER, Vienna, Brandstitter, 1989.

11. MANFRIED RAUCHENSTEINER, Der 1od des Doppeladlers. Osterreich-Ungarn und der Erste
Weltkrieg, Graz—Vienna, Verlag Styria, 1993.

12. M. RAUCHENSTEINER, Der Erste Weltkrieg und das Ende der Habsburgermonarchie 1914—
1918, Vienna—Cologne—Weimar, Béhlau, 2013.

13. Grundlagenpapier isterreichischer Wissenschaftlerinnen und Wissenschaftler aus Anlass des
Gedenkens des Ausbruchs des Evsten Weltkriegs vor 100 Jahren, ed. by CHR1STA HAMMERLE, GA-
BRIELLA HAUCH, STEFAN KARNER, HELMUT KONRAD, WOLFGANG MADERTHANER, VERENA
MORITZ, ANTON PELINKA, OLIVER RATHKOLB, M. RAUCHENSTEINER, HEIDEMARIE UHL,
Vienna, Bundesministerium fiir Europdische und Internationale Angelegenheiten, 2014.

14.  Grenzgang. Das Pustertal und der Krieg 1914—1918, ed. by MARTIN KOFLER, Innsbruck-Vi-
enna, Haymon, 2014; Katastrophenjahre. Der Erste Weltkrieg und Tirol, ed. by H. JW. KUPRIAN,
O. UBEREGGER, Innsbruck, Universititsverlag Wagner, 2014.

15. HewmuT Kuzmics, SABINE A. HARING, Emotion, Habitus und Erster Weltkrieg. Soziologische
Studien zum militirischen Untergang der Habsburger Monarchie, Gottingen, V&R unipress, 2013.
16. WOLFGANG MADERTHANER, MICHAEL HOCHEDLINGER, Untergang einer Welt. Der Grofse
Krieg 1914-1918 in Photographien und Texten, Vienna, Brandstitter Verlag, 2013.

17. SI1GRID WISTHALER, Karl AufSerhofer — Das Kriegstagebuch eines Soldaten im Ersten Weltkrieg,
Innsbruck, Innsbruck University Press, 2010.

18. ANTON HOLZER, Das Licheln der Henker. Der unbekannte Krieg gegen die Zivilbevilkerung
1914 - 1918. Mit zahlreichen, bisher unveriffentlichten Fotografien, Darmstadt, Primus-Verlag 2014.
19. Austria-Hungary, the Origins, and the First Year of World War I, ed. by GONTER BISCHOF,
FERDINAND KARLHOFER, SAMUEL R. WILLIAMSON JR., Innsbruck, Innsbruck University Press,
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that above all the research approaches already existing in Austria during
previous years were followed, with no completely different novelty apart
from the multitude that surprised many historians.

2. Society

During the first post-war period, Austrian society was politically divid-
ed into three parts. There were the socialists, the conservative Catholics and
the right-wing pro-German nationalists. This was the first republic later
called “the state nobody wanted”* since all three parties initially favoured
annexation to Germany for various reasons but above all because nobody
believed that the republic was capable of economic survival.

The parties had differing opinions on the war. The socialists used it for
their propaganda for peace and international solidarity among the workers.
Their motto “Never more war” was strongly diffused by the associations of
socialist veterans. The Catholic conservatives of Austria on the other hand
often lamented the fall of the Catholic empire*'. The nationalists associated
the war primarily with its unfavourable outcome for the Austria-Hungarian
world: the loss of lands populated by Germans, the so-called “shameful
peace” of Versailles and St. Germain and the black legend of the stabbing
in the back called Dolchstosslegende® according to which the armies of the
central powers were defeated only through betrayal from the hinterland.
The nationalists and Nazis were able to take advantage of the population’s
frustration to win the elections.

An important role in the immediate post-war period was played mainly
by the paramilitary associations of war veterans. They were formed soon

2014; Frontwechsel. Osterrez'ch—Ungams “GrofSer Krieg” im Vergleich, ed. by WOLFRAM DORNIK,
JuL1A WALLECZEK-FRITZ, STEFAN WEDRAC, Vienna—Cologne—Weimar, Bohlau, 2014; Jenseits
des Schiitzengrabens. Der Erste Weltkrieg im Osten: Erfabrung — Wahrnehmung—Kontext, ed. by
BERNHARD BACHINGER, WOLFRAM DORNIK, Innsbruck—Vienna—-Bozen, Studicnverlag, 2013;
Die Mittelmdiichte und der Erste Weltkrieg, ed. by M. CHRISTIAN ORTNER, HANS-HUBERTUS
MACK, Vienna, Verlag Militaria, 2016.

20. HELMUT ANDICS, Der Staat, den keiner wollte. Osterreich von der Griindung der Republifk bis
zur Moskauer Deklaration, Vienna, Molden, 1976.

21. W.SUPPANZ, Die italienische Front cit., p. 311.

22. JoacHM PETZOLD, Die Dolchstofflegende. Eine Geschichtsfilschung im Dienst des deutschen
Imperialismus und Militarismus, Berlin, Akademieverlag, 1963.
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after it finished, attracting ex-fighters, and were always present during
demonstrations throughout Austria. Frequently they were associations
originally founded in order to protect towns from the soldiers returning
from the front who not infrequently plundered stores and shops. The po-
litical attitude was with few exceptions conservative or even nationalist
with a certain tendency towards the Nazis®.

Between these conservative groups and the socialist militia there were
many clashes and in 1934 even a civil war that led to a Fascist regime, the
so-called Austro-fascism. This Catholic-conservative, authoritarian regime
attempted to reconnect with the traditions of the monarchy and created a
certain cult for the old Austria and the soldiers of the First World War?,
They did this to distinguish themselves from the Nazis, but this was not
sufficient to block the advancing policy of Adolf Hitler who occupied Aus-
tria in 1938 and brought about the dream of many Austrians: annexation
to Nazi Germany®.

Now we will leave the political scenario and have alook at the popular
culture of the time: in the 1930s and 1940s Luis Trenker’s novel Berge in
Flammen®* [Mountains on Fire] and the Isonzo trilogy by Fritz Weber”
became best-sellers. The white war depicted by Trenker as the heroic war of
the mountain guides was indeed the subject for several films, and the grey
war described by Weber fascinated readers. However, they were texts full
of a naive heroism that negated the pitiless mass industrialised character
of the battles in the mountains and on the Isonzo®. The Nazis took over

23. LoTHARHOBELT, Die Heimwehren 1927-1929. Die Steiecrmark und der Bund, in Zeitschrift
des Historischen Vereines fiir Steiermark, nr. 104, (2013), pp. 219-264; W. SUPPANZ, Die italienische
Front cit., p. 310.

24. 'W.SuUPPANZ, Dic italienische Front cit., pp. 310-311.

25. Hans Haas, Der , Anschluss®, in NS-Herrschaft in Osterreich. Ein Handbuch, ed. by EM-
MERICH TALOS, ERNST HANISCH, WOLFGANG NEUGEBAUER, REINHARD SIEDER, Vienna,
3bv&hpt, 2000, pp.26-54.

26. Luis TRENKER, Berge in Flammen. Ein Roman aus den Schicksalstagen Siidtirols, Berlin,
Neufeld&Henius, 1931.

27. FrrTz WEBER, Isonzo 1915, Klagenfurt—Vienna, Kollitsch, 1933; Ip., Isonzo 1916, Klagen-
furt-Vienna, Kollitsch, 1933; Ip., Isonzo 1917, Klagenfurt—Vienna, Kollitsch, 1933. See also another
work: ID., Menschenmauer am Isonzo, Leipzig—Vienna, Steyrermiihl-Verlag, 1932.

28. C.EHRMANN-HAMMERLE, “Es ist immer der Mann, der den Kampf entscheidet, und nicht die
Waffe...” Die ‘Minnlichkeit ' des k. u. k. Gebirgskriegers in der soldatischen Erinnerungskultur, in Der
Eyste Weltkrieg im Alpenraum. Erfabrung, Deutung, Evinnerung. La Grande Guerra nellArco Alpino.
Esperienze e memoria, ed. by H. J. W. KuPRr1an, O. UBEREGGER, Innsbruck, 2007, pp- 35-60.
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the myth of the heroic warrior in the Alps or on the Isonzo and used it for
their propaganda machine in Austria as well?.

The disaster of the Second World War pushed the First World War
back into second place. After 1945 the two great Austrian parties, the
socialists and the conservatives, agreed on the country’s future and “our
grandparents'war”, so-called, no longer played an important role. The new
Austria avoided all subjects touching on war, nationalism and discord.
A good example of this attitude are the Sissi films. They celebrated the
old Monarchy as the world of the imperial court, full of splendour, music
and culture. This basic myth of the Second Austrian Republic, Austria as
a great power in culture far from political struggles and full of beautiful
mountains, had no room for memories of the grueling, terrible war between
1914 and 1918%.

The Great War was, however, always present in Austria after 1918
physically: through the countless deaths, the experience of losing a family
member was very common throughout Austrian society. The Monarchy
lost 1,200,000 dead in the First World War®'. Therefore in practically every
Austrian town or village a monument to the fallen was put up. These mon-
uments are often a sculpture and a list of war dead. Thousands of such
monuments were built throughout the territory of present-day Austria,
most of them after 19183%. The monuments were used a second time, sim-
ply adding the names from the Second War. Thus they were part of the
culture of memory taken forward by societies of veterans from the second
war as well. During anniversary celebrations the fallen of both wars are
commemorated®,

29. OswaLD UBEREGGER, Geschichtsschreibung cit., 552.

30. OLIVER RATHKOLB, Die Paradoxe Republik. Osterreich 1945 bis 2005, Vienna, Paul Zsolnay
Verlag, 2005, pp. 45-47.

31. OSTERREICHISCHES STAATSARCHIV, KRIEGSARCHIV, Manuskriptsammlung, Geschichte
des Ersten Weltkriegs, Allgemein, A91, GASTON BODART, Die Erforschung der Menschenverluste
Oesterreich-Ungarns, unpublished manuscript, Vienna, 1921, p. 93.

32. JoacHIM GILLER, HUBERT MADER, CHRISTINA SEIDL, W0 sind sie geblieben? Kriegerden-
kmiler und Gefallenenehrung in Osterreich, Vienna, Osterreichischer Bundesverlag, 1992, pp. 71-
111; THOMAS KAHLER, “Kriegerdenkmdler im Felde und daheim”. Materialien zur Gestaltung
von Kriegerdenkmalern fiir die Gefallenen des Ersten Weltkrieges in Osterreich und Oberitalien,
unpublished doctorate thesis, Salzburg University, 1990.

33. Seceforahighly critical view REINHOLD GARTNER, SIEGLINDE ROSENBERGER, Kricgerden-
kmiler. Vergangenbeit in der Gegenwart, Innsbruck, Osterreichischer Studienverlag, 1991, pp. 106-
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Apart from the monuments, the First World War did not leave many
physical traces in Austria. Only in Carinthia one part of the front is still
visible; together with the Kétschach-Mauthen®* Museum it is an attraction
for the many Austrian travellers in the Alpinism context held in summer.
Again as tourists, no few Austrians go to the places of memory on the
ex-southwest front where they visit the war cemeteries, both Italian and
Austrian. Many go there out of curiosity to see the place where an ancestor
once fought™.

Further places where the Great War is present in Austria are the few
streets that bear the name of a person, a place or some aspect connected to
the conflict. For example, in Graz there is an important street that bears
the name of Franz Conrad von Hétzendorf. The name was given during
so-called Austro-fascism and it has recently been the subject of criticism
by historians and citizens particularly for his role as a warmonger who had
no consideration for his soldiers*. Other commanding persons, places or
aspects of the First World War are present only rarely in Austrian public
spaces, the only exceptions being a few streets such as Col-di-Lana-Strasse
in Innsbruck or Troyerstrasse (commander of the mountain marksmen of
Carinthia) in Klagenfurt”. An exception for different reasons is the emper-
or Franz Joseph I who is however remembered for his long regency of 68
years as the symbol of the empire par excellence. Of the last emperor Charles
hardly any monuments are to be seen in spite of his beatification in 2004.

Occasionally the First World War was seen in the press, for example
in 2004 when the Ortler Glacier released the bodies of two soldiers who
had died nearly a hundred years before®. Or in 2013, when a gas grenade
was discovered in the Innerfeld Valley. Its defusing kept the press busy for

121.

34. W.SUPPANZ, Die italienische Front cit., pp. 329-330; http://www.dolomitenfreunde.at/, last
consulted 07.07.2016.

35. 'This phenomenon exists among journalists as well. See in this regard Reisen zum Krieg. Illus-
trierte Reportagen. Sarajevo, Przemysl, Drohobytsch, Ypern, Verdun, Dolomiten, Isonzo, Karnische
Alpen, Gallipoli, St. Germain, ed. by CHRISTIAN WENIGER, Graz, Edition Kleine Zeitung, 2014.
36. http://www.kleinezeitung.at/s/politik/innenpolitik/weltkrieg/4110946/Con-
rad-von-Hotzendorf So-eine-

Figur-darf-man-nicht-chren, last consulted 12.07.2016.

37. W.SUPPANZ, Die italienische Front cit., pp. 320-321.

38. http://www.profil.at/home/86-jahre-wie-soldaten-91152, last consulted12.07.2016.
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weeks®. A real wave of interest in the First World War broke upon Aus-
tria this year due to the Centenary. There are dozens of books and events
both at local level and at the highest state level with parliament and the
president® commemorating the outbreak of the originating catastrophe of
the twentieth century. The evaluation of this memorial has yet to be made.
However, it is clear that the interest of the population was great, not least
thanks to all that was offered by the museums. There were three big exhi-
bitions, one curated by Manfried Rauchensteiner in the National Library
in Vienna*, another in the Army Museum (Heeresgeschichtliches Museum)
in Vienna where the Sarajevo car is on show* and one in the Schallaburg
Castle® in Lower Austria where an entire castle was adapted to exhibit to
show numerous objects from the 1914-1918 years.

39. O.UBEREGGER, Geschichtsschreibung cit., p. 548.

40. http://www.bundespraesident.at/newsdetail/artikel/100-jahre-beginn-des-1-weltkrieg-
es-gedenkveranstaltung-im-wiener-heeresgeschichtlichen-museu/, last consulted 07.07.2016.

41. An meine Vilker! Der Erste Weltkrieg 1914 — 1918. Diese Publikation erscheint anlésslich der
Ausstellung An Meine Vilker! Der Erste Weltkrieg 1914 - 1918 im Prunksaal der Osterreichischen
Nationalbibliothek vom 13.3. bis 2.11.201 Vienna, Amalthea, 2014.

42. http://www.hgm.at/de/ausstellungen/permanente-ausstellungen/sarajevo.heml and heep://
www.hgm.at/de/

ausstellungen/permanente-ausstellungen/erster-weltkrieg.html, last consulted 07.07.2016.

43, Jubel & Elend. Leben mit dem GrofSen Krieg 1914—1918, ed. by PETER FRITZ for the SCHAL-
LABURG KULTURBETRIEBSGES.M.B.H., Schallaburg, Schallaburg Kulturbetriebsgesellschaft, 2014.
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Liszlo Csorba

Issues and Historiography of the Great War

It is by now beyond doubt that the First World War had a particular-
ly significant effect on the history of all the various European societies.
It is therefore no wonder if, in recent decades, the interest of historians
towards that time and its events has also noticeably increased. The symp-
toms of a huge collective experience — that of finding oneself in front of
mechanical death that was killing thousands of people ez masse, or of ex-
periencing the dismaying revelation of common suffering that made no
distinction between count and labourer, bourgeois and peasant, and the
sight of multitudes of women performinga new role in the individual war
economies — make us understand that the economic-social order at the
end of the nineteenth century had turned upside down in most countries.
Obviously, the changes and collective experiences such as social traumas
influenced events after 1918 in different ways. The victors and the van-
quished sought to explain or interpret the new world through or by means
of the war, to which they referred while envisaging a view of the future,
whether hoped for or claimed, but in any case imagined as having a social
order that would be more attractive, more peaceful and more just. In line
with the nature of collective memory, the various interpreters in search of
acceptable explanations and those who simply wished to keep memory alive
competed one against the other, all wishing to communicate something
about the present as well; this had been a common characteristic tendency
for the past hundred years, and it also added indirectly to the stories on
the Great Warl.

With regard to the Hungarian culture of memory on the Great War,
it should be pointed out that, as well as the influence of the above-men-

1. See the introduction to FRANGO1S FEJTO, Réquiem pour un Empire défunt. Histoire de la
destruction de [Autriche-Hongrie, Paris, 1988. Livre de Poche.
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tioned tendencies typical of the countries that took part in the war, there
is a further aspect to be revealed holding particular importance for our
collective memory. For Hungary, the Great War meant not only slaughter
and devastation on a scale never before seen, caused by the mobilisation
of a mass society, a controlled war economy and technological progress,
but also the end and dissolution of the most important basic point of
Hungarian nationalism: the unity of the historical Great Hungary?; in
this prospective, from the view of the analysis of the social mentality, it
matters not a whit whether that same millenary unity was nothing but a
myth, seeing that up to 1918 it was a presence with social efficacy among
the Hungarian people, forming and determining its feeling of identity.
After the expansion of the Ottoman Empire, in the unending wars of the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries nearly four million Hungarians died
in the Carpathian basin, and in their place immigrants arrived, Germans,
Slovakians, Serbs, Romanians and Ruthenians, with no intention of as-
similating ethnically with the Hungarian population. However, the new
national historical conception arising in the nineteenth century refused
to realise this fact, maintaining the existence of continuing unity in the
country and among the Magyar people. Such a position was also at the root
of the conception of the Hungarian nation as the guide and natural leader
of the peoples living in the Carpathian basin, and this consideration was
the starting point in identifying the great objectives of Hungary’s policies.
This was taught in schools and echoed throughout speeches and public
proclamations’.

It was in fact this “thousand-year” unity that dissolved between 1918
and 1920 due to defeat in the war, thanks to which the various ethnic mi-
norities were emancipated due also to the support and active participation
of the great foreign powers, thus causing the dissolution of the old Hungary.

2. Leo VALIANI, La dissoluzione del[Austria-Ungheria, Milan, Il Saggiatore, 1985; OSCAR JAszI,
The Dissolution of the Habsburg Monarchy, Chicago, University of Chicago Press, 1929.

3. IeNAc Rowmsics, Nation and State in Modern Hungarian History. In Hatalom és kultira /
Power and Culture. V. Nemzetkozi Hungaroldgiai Kongresszus / Sth International Congress of Hun-
garian Studies (Jyviskyli, 6-10 August 2001 ). Plendris eldaddsok & Kerekasztal vitainditék / Plenary
Sessions & Round-Table introductions. Szerk. / Ed. Tuomo Lahdelma et al. Jyviskyld, 2002. heep://
mek.oszk.hu/05500/05558/05558. htm#4.; STEFANO BOTTONI, Lapproccio di Bibé alle questioni
nazionali. In Istvin Bibé e la storia dell'Ungheria nel Ventesimo secolo. Convegno internazionale
CSSEO-Centro Studi sulla Storia dell Europa Orientale October 26-27 2001, Trento, pp. 17-21.
hetp://mek.oszk.hu/02200/02224/02224.pdf.
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The transformation caused an enormous trauma in Hungarian political
thinking, wounding society as well. The causes and reasons were analysed
in varying contexts, wherein reflections referring to issues connected to
Hungary’s future never failed in materialise. What were the reasons for
the tragedy? Who was to blame: the political system before 1918 and its
governing élite, or the foreign powers who were so short-sighted? Did it
happen because we entered the war or because we came out of it so badly?
Should Istvan Tisza be blamed, a strong personality in the previous gov-
erning party, or Mihaly Kdrolyi, an opposition member carried to power
by the revolution following the defeat in war? From 1920 on, these and
similar questions split Hungarian society and, above all, its governing par-
ties, their collective memory and the historiography connected to them.
The most evident sign of their importance may be the fact that still today,
in current public life, echoes of this way of thinking continue to be heard,
to which not infrequently current political voices are added*.

The space given to discourse on the memory of the Great War in Hun-
gary is divided into two parts: on one side, there is the exchange of ideas
among the é/ites of the rulinglevels of society, in which three diverse groups
can be distinguished, each featuring a typical narrative model. Their po-
sitions are rooted back in historical science, conditioning the ideological
context of specific studies. The interpretive point of view of these three
groups is determined first of all by the question of political responsibility
which goes together with the issues of the right to the government of Hun-
gary after 1920. The so-called “Octobrists” derived their name from the fact
that they came to power in October 1918 thanks to the revolution, after
defeat in the war, amongst them Mihély Kérolyi and his followers; they
manifested first of all negligence towards duty on the part of the political
élite in the age of dualism, finding within it those really to blame for the
defeat in the war and contesting the legitimacy of Miklés Horthy’s new
government which came to power in 1920, seen by them as the “return to
the old world”. Horthy’s followers, on the other hand, took the opposite
stand and explained that the defeat and tragic dissolution of the country
were the fault of Kérolyi and companions; based on such a premise, they

4. L.Rowmsics, That Was the Century That Was, in Hungarian Quarterly, Vol. 40. Winter 1999,
pp- 3-23.; Ip, The Dismantling of Historic Hungary: the Peace Treaty of Trianon, 1920, Boulder,
2002, Social Science Monographs.
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demanded the government of the new Hungary for themselves. The most
extremist representatives of the group, as the ex Chief of Staff Major Gyula
Go6mbos, appointed minister in the Thirties, also adopted the legend of
the “dagger-thrust’, widely known and fairly popular in the circles of in-
dividual authors among the officers, Austrian and German. As Gombos
wrote: “in the outlying country (...) systematic propaganda was carried
out, threatening the resistance of the monarchy’, thereafter also adding
the classic anti-Semite zopos on the subversive activity of the Jewish peo-
ple’. In the memories of Miklés Horthy or those of Istvan Zadravecz, the
Franciscan monk and future military bishop who had a decisive role in
organising the 1919 counter-revolution at Szeged, several similar ways of
thinking re-emerge®.

Besides the “Octobrists” and the “Horthyists”, there was also a third
group, made up of intellectuals and politicians belonging to circles of the
so-called “populist” writers (sociographic writers, all supporters of agrarian
reform). Convinced that the Great War, or at least the Hungarian catastro-
phe, could have been avoided had the old é/ize not become enslaved to
German or Austro-German policy, they censured the other two groups,
believing the post-1920 political order incapable of freeing itself of the past,
which - in their opinion —could have been shaken off only through radical
reforms to encourage above all the bourgeoisification of the peasant class
and an agreement with the small neighbouring peoples’.

In total contrast to the memory of such an é/ite divided into three and
bound by its political struggles, there is the collective memory that was
forming within the poorest classes of society, featuring a certain way of
interpreting the past. This will be the other side of the space given to dis-
course on the memory of the Great War. An enormous number of peasants
enrolled for military service between 1914 and 1918, where they had to

5. GERGELY ROMSICS, Az ¢lsé vildghdboriis magyar emlékezetkultiiva [ The culture-memory of
the First World War], in Magyarorszdg az elsé vildghdboriiban [Hungary in the First World War],
Szerk. Romsics Igndc. Budapest, Kossuth Kiadé, 2010, p. 187.

6. MikL6s HORTRHY, Memorie: (Una vita per ['Ungheria), Rome, Corso, 1956, p. 105.; Piter
Zadyavetz titkos napldja [Secret Diary of Father Zadravetz], szerk. Borsdnyi Gyorgy, Budapest,
1967. pp. 116-150.

7. ISTVAN PAPP, A magyar népi mozgalom torténete 1920-1990 ('The history of the “populist”
movement 1920-1990), Budapest, Jaffa Kiad6, 2012; GABOR PETERFI, Szabd Dezsd és Féja Géza
Trianon-reflexidja és kiilpolitikai nézetei [ The Reflection on the Trianon and the Ideas on Foreign
Policy of Dezsd Szabé and Géza Féja], Budapest, L'Harmattan, 2011.

112



face the massacre of modern warfare, under the impression of which no
few started to write, informing of their war experiences. The re-evocation
and re-thinking of events greatly contributed to the formation of their
political conscience. They were country people who had always cultivated
the land: for them, the outbreak of war — as for the poor country teach-
ers — meant the radical, aggressive intervention of politics in their lives.
They felt almost instinctively, and often even understood, that under cover
of international politics, a world taken over their destiny, and they had no
alternative but to put up with it. As a consequence, they turned soldiers
more through a sort of renunciation than through real conviction and joy.
Although there are texts, prescribed or by memorialist authors or scholars,
in which the memories recalled show the influence of war propaganda,
in fact the negative zopos relative to the enemy (including also the way of
considering the Romanian, Serb and Russian soldiers as inferiors) became
more widespread in the memory of the é/ize (tending to the right) than in
that of the ordinary populace.

Experience at the front polarised around two fundamental types of
fixed points of the “popular” or “plebeian” memory culture. The first con-
cerned the dynamics and internal structure of the army. Typical in this sense
were the comments relative to a lieutenant or sub-lieutenant who treated
his soldiers humanely, or who went beyond those social limits considered
inviolable “at home”. Yet they also recorded an officer who behaved too
severely in maintaining his own authority and his own state towards the
troops, refusing any intimacy or fraternisation with his soldiers. All in all,
such experiences led to questions being asked that were fairly clear: if a
soldier goes to the front to risk his own life for his sovereign or his country,
to what extent is it right to consider him inferior to others? Why was it not
possible for the soldier returning from the front to claim — quite rightly,
of course — greater respect than had been accorded to him previously?
Although the authors of the memories, for the most part originally peas-
ants, did not express themselves through abstract concepts, their writing
conveys to us that the war for them was the experience of a fundamental
turning point, after which it was no longer possible to go back to the old,
rigid system of social relations. The famous “experience of the soldier at
the front”, described on the basis of research on the mentality of German
and French soldiers, can be seen in the case of Hungarian veterans also.
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The other fundamental type of popular memory feeds on the alienat-
ing sensation of the dehumanisation of a war that made use of the most
modern technological resources. The “shower of shrapnel’, the sight of
the massacre caused by machine-gun fire, the bayonet battles, marching
through scorched earth countryside, the assault in deepest midwinter and
the building of trenches in mud and freezing temperatures, were times that
left a deep impression in the human psyche. As in the case of criticism of so-
cial conditions, this time too we note the fact that many limited themselves
to the mere recollection of the facts without interpreting them explicitly,
although their words and the entire economy of the text make us guess
(or at times understand) that such a quantity of violence and suffering
can never be justified by the purposes, true or false as the case may be, of
any general or of any sovereign. There are many allusions to the disparity
between the fighting soldier and certain privileged groups in the rear who
had no desire to get embroiled in the torments of war. Contrary to official
propaganda, the soldiers frequently knew well enough that, on the other
side of the no-man’s land, there were people just like themselves. If we
understand this form of plebeian memory, the reason also becomes clear
for the particularly fertile ground found by Communist agitation among
prisoners of war and veterans, and why even those who had not sided with
the supporters of emancipating ideologies became much more sensitive to
inequality and the current conditions of social relations®.

Alongside this egalitarian-emancipation line of collective memory,
many veterans fostered a particular feeling of Hungarian-ness that was in
part incompatible with other experiences. Such incompatibility, however,
is perceived only by us, today’s readers — while it was not felt by the authors
of the memories. The soldiers who had been on the Serb front, or the Ro-
manian front, often remembered how the foreign troops, irrupting into
the country, treated the Hungarian community as enemies, not refraining

8. Two collections of this type of memories: TIBOR SZENTTI, Vér és pezsgd. Harctéri naplok,
visszaemlékezések, frontversek, tabori és csalddi levelek az elsé vildghdboribdl [Blood and Sparkling
Wine. Diaries of battles, memories, poems from the front, Letters from the battlefield to families
in the First World War], Budapest, Magvetd, 1988; Emlékiil hagyom az unokiknak, dédunokdknak,
Ldssik, hogyan éltiink, s hogy az & életiik szebb legyen egyszer... Onéletivasok (Left in remembrance to
my grandchildren and great-grandchildren, so they can see how we lived, and so that, one day, their
life may be better... Autobiographies), szerk. Hoppal Mihaly, Kiillés Imola, Manga Jénos, Budapest,
Gondolat, 1974.
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even from acts of cruetly on the local civilian population. Others had to
take into account the aversion or, commonly, the explicit hatred from their
Slav brothers, even though they all wore the same uniform of the Monar-
chy: the object of their hostility was not infrequently the whole state, not
just certain individuals. This caused them a strong feeling of belonging to
one nation, experienced much more consciously, bringing them close to
the dlite, reaching conclusions very similar to that é/ize’s “concern for the
homeland™.

Lastly, we must mention the feeling of imprisonment, which for a cer-
tain group of memorialists was a fundamental experience, inasmuch as
it determined their vision of the past. Being prisoners during the First
World War might mean distress, suffering and ill fortune: yet we cannot
rid ourselves of the impression that they saw this state of things above all
as an escape from the dangers of the front. In the descriptions relative to
the treatment of prisoners, little is said of the atrocities undergone, while
fraternal treatment is often recalled, above all on the part of the civilians,
the simple folk with whom they worked on the land. Such an experience
had a particularly strong effect on the soldiers with peasant origins, who
naturally and spontaneously felt close to those working for the harvest, thus
even further distanced from the world of the gentlemen and the officers™.

After 1920, however, this message and such accounts of the popu-
lar-plebeian memory of the Great War fell silent in public discourse. In the
social order of Horthy’s time between the two world wars, such experience,
although only partially expressed, was essential subversive, and as such
could receive no further publicity. Perhaps the French historian Frangois
Furet is right when, regarding the years 1914-1918, he speaks of the “first
democratic war in history”"". The chronicles of the story of Hungarian
memory, however, also include the obstacle erected by the establishment

9. GABOR GYANT, Az ¢lsé vildghdbori. és a paraszti emlékezet [ The First World War and the
memory of country folk], in Fold és tarsadalom. Konferencia a Kiskun Mizeumban [Land and
society. Meeting of the Museum of Kiskun], szerk. Bankiné Molnar Erzsébet. Kiskunfélegyhdza,
2007, pp. 227-237

10. The first bestseller from lager literature: RODION MARKOVITS, Guarnigione siberiana, Milan,
Mondadori, 1931; see also GABOR MARGITTAL Szamdr-sziget szellemkatondi [ The ghost soldiers
of the Asinara], Budapest, Scolar Kiadd, 2014.

11. F. FURET, Egy illiizié miltja. Esszé a 20. szdzad kommunista ideoldgidjdrsl [ The past of an
illusion. The Communist idea in the XX century], Budapest, Eurépa Kiadé, 2000, p. 67.
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after 1920, which conveniently excluded the people’s war experiences from
public sight. The ofhicial memory of the war, dominated by the Trianon
syndrome, was constructed around the fopos of a heroic battle, fought for
the unity of the country.

Over time, the figure of the peasant-soldier was obscured by that of the
Hungarian soldier, while the trauma of a war carried on by means of the
mobilisation of a whole society and by mass armies — at least as far as the
ofhicial propaganda channels and public discourse was concerned — was
overlaid by that of the fragmentation of the country and the shock of the
Trianon peace treaty'”. But even this other memory and experience were
badly warped by historiography after 1920, since the Marxist interpreta-
tion was put under the control of the new contrast then arising between
the Soviet Union and the western countries'’. Hungarian historiography
has fortunately begun to strengthen in the last few years and intends to
face and examine its old debt'. In this context, without presuming to say
everything, I wish to recall the names of Tibor Balla, jr. Ivin Bertényi, Attila
Bonhardt, Ferenc Pollman, Gergely Romsics, Ignac Romsics, Daniel Sza-
bé, Tibor Hajdu, Gyorgy Sagvéri and David Turbucz. If on the one hand
Hungarian historiography’s research subject is the discourses of the é/ize
as being socially and politically conditioned, on the other it is broadening
the scope of its analyses, including the most significant facts and lessons
from the plebeian or popular-peasant memory within its study areas on
the sources.

12. 1. Rowmsics, Trianon okai. A szembenézés narrativdi a magyar torténeti gondokoddsban [ The
Trianon causes. Narratives compared in Hungarian historical thought], in Hadtérténeti Kozleménycek,
2014, 3, pp. 663-691.

13. KATALIN SOMLAL Trianon a marxista torténetivisban [ Trianon in Marxist historiographya],
in Limes 2002, 2, pp. 51-61.

14. The works of MIKLOS ZEIDLER, Trianon vilogatott torténeti bibliogrifidja (Selected Trianon
Bibliography), in Trianon (Nemzet és emlékezet.) (Trianon — Nation and memory), szerk. Zeidler
Miklés, Budapest, Osiris, 2003, pp. 905-927.
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Giovanna Cigliano

The First World War in Recent Russian Historiography

1. Forgotten War (Zabytaia voina) and Patriotic War (Otechestvennaia
voina)

After the end of the First World War the governments of the countries
that had been involved promoted intense commemorative activities (and
celebratory activities, in the case of the victorious powers) to help in the
claboration of mass mourning and the construction of a shared patriotic
memory. It is well known that this had a profound effect both on the
landscape of entire European regions as well as on the national mental
horizons of the interwar period. Bolshevik Russia was an exception. None
of the commemorative events planned in the course of the war by the
tsarist regime were realized concretely by the Soviet government, which
refused to acknowledge the patriotic value of the sacrifices made by the
country under the guidance of the tsarist monarchy and of the Provisional
Government', and relegated the fallen in the execrated “imperialist war”
to oblivion, and instead celebrated the heroes of the revolution and the
civil war in order to reinforce the legitimacy of the new regime?. Whereas
in the tradition of Western historiography the First World War on the
Eastern Front has been labeled for decades as “the Unknown War”, in the
post-Soviet representation of Russia in the Great War the definition has
been consolidated of “Forgotten War” (zabytaia voina)>.

1.  MEL1ssa K. STOCKDALE, United in Gratitude. Honoring Soldiers and Defining the Nation in
Russia’s Great War, in Kritika: Explorations in Russia and Eurasian History, n. 3,2006, pp. 459-485.
2. ELENA SENIAVSKAIA, Pamiat o Pervoi mivovoi voine v Rossii i na Zapade: istoricheskie usloviia
i osobennosti formirovaniia, in Velikaia voina. Sto let, edited by MIKHAIL MIAGKOV, KONSTANTIN
PAKHALIUK, Saint Petersburg, Nestor-Istoriia, 2014, pp. 251-270.

3. See GIoVANNA CIGLIANO, La Russia nella Prima guerra mondiale: percorsi della storiografia
russa e angloamericana sul fronte orientale, in Ricerche di Storia Politica, a. XVIII, nuova serie (2015),
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R. Stites believed that in this specific nature of the Soviet experience
he could identify «one of the many historical phenomena that have di-
vided Russia from the West psichologically» in the 20th century?*, but
more recently a vast study by Karen Petrone has endeavoured to reappraise
this representation and pursue the objective of «integrating the Soviet
Union into the pan-European history of the memory of World War I»>.
It remains, on the other hand, indisputable that only “Russia outside of
Russia” (Zarubezhnaia Rossiia), namely the Russian emigration which
resulted from the defeat of the Whites in the Civil War, considered the
memory of the First World War deserving of promotion and transmis-
sion to future generations in the terms that had been typical of the pub-
lic debate and propaganda of the tsarist period: great (velikaia), patriotic
(otechestvennaia), holy (sviashchennaia), and for some even national/pop-
ular (narodnaia)®. Regarding the relatively rich production of publications
which emerged in these circles between the wars, an exhibition entitled
“Great and forgotten. Russia outside of Russia on the First World War™”
was presented in August 2014, at the Library of the Academy of Sciences
in Saint Petersburg.

The exhibition is one of many initiatives undertaken in recent years
within the framework of the celebrations and commemorations organized
for the centenary: the opportunity of the anniversary was embraced in
Russia for a public redefinition of the characteristics, meaning and value
of the war experience and to give adequate recognition in Russian history
and memory to the participation of the Tsarist Empire in the Great War.

n. 3, pp. 303-321.

4. RICHARD STITES, Days and Nights in Wartime Russia: Cultural Life, 1914-1917,in European
Culture in the Grear War: the Arts, Entertainment and Propaganda, 1914-1918, edited by AVIEL
RoOSHWALD, R. STITES, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 1999, p. 8.

5. KAREN PETRONE, The Great War in Russian Memory, Bloomington-Indianapolis, Indiana
University Press, 2011, p. 13. The author does not deny the official marginalization of the event
but emphasizes that this does not mean its cancellation from the consciousness of those who had
experienced it, and that in any case it is necessary to distinguish various phases within the Soviet
period.

6. For some considerations regarding the definition of the war in Russian public debate, see G.
CIGLIANO, La Russia nella Grande guerra: unita patriottica, definizioni del conflitto, rappresentazioni
del nemico, in Studi Storici, a. XLIX (2008), n. 1, pp. 5-50.

7. “Velikaia i zabytaia” Russkoe zarubezhe o Pervoi mirovoi voine (28 iiulia 1914 g.-11 noiabria
1918 g.). Knizhno-illiustrativnaia vystavka.
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In 2013 the “Day of Commemoration of the Russian soldiers who died in
the First World War” (August 1) was instituted, and on the initiative of
the Russian Military Historical Society (Rossiiskoe Voenno-istoricheskoe
obshchestvo - RVIO) a public competition was organized to choose the
best project for the memorial dedicated to the heroes of the Great War, to
be placed in Victory Park (Park Pobedy) on Poklonnaia gora in Moscow,
between the triumphal arch erected in memory of the anti-Napoleonic war
and the museum dedicated to the Second World War. The monument, the
work of the winner of the competition, the sculptor Andrei Koval’chuk,
was unveiled on August 1, 2014, with the participation of Vladimir Putin.
Its location between memorial sites dedicated to the two wars for which
the adjective “otechestvennaia” has been consolidated in the Russian-Soviet
historical tradition is significant with respect to the willingness to incor-
porate the experience of the First World War into contemporary Russian
patriotic genealogy.

In December 2013, the Russian Military Historical Society organized
the conference “Russia and the First World War: History and Memory™,
whose proceedings were published in a book presented at the Society’s
conference, held in April 2014°. In opening the conference, the minister
of Culture and president of RVIO Medinskii declared the willingness to
finally do justice to that experience, defined «as a defensive and just war»,
in which «the Russian army and people gave proof on countless occasions
of their spirit of sacrifice and true patriotism»'°. Without the Russian
army, which in some phases of the war engaged on its own more than 40%
of all the divisions of the enemy, there is no doubt, Medinskii stated, that
«Great Britain and France would have suffered a defeat and would have
been downgraded to powers of secondary importance» .

The decisive contribution of Russia to the Entente victory was also
highlighted by the scientific director of RVIO, M. Miagkov, who in his

opening remarks recalled «the numerous examples of collective heroism»,

8. Rossiia i Pervaia mirovaia voina: istoriia i pamiat. The Conference took place within the
framework of the international forum Pervaia mirovaia voina v kontekste sovremennoi mirovoi
politiki (The First World War in the Context of Contemporary World Politics), organized by the
Standing Committee of the Union State of Russia and Belarus.

9. Velikaia voina. Sto let cit.

10. Ioi, p.5.

11. Ivi,p. 6.
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often forgotten, that took place during the war, and in illustrating the activ-
ities of the Society in view of the centenary celebration listed the following
goals: «the restoration of the historical continuity among different peri-
ods of the country’s history; the demonstration of the crucial role played
by Russia in the victory of the Entente; the revival of the memory of the
forgotten heroes and of the victories of the Russian armed forces; a deeper
understanding of the contradictions within Russian society that led to the
1917 upheavals»'*.

Miagkov indicates two main guidelines followed by the RVIO in re-
lation to the celebration of the centenary: «the memorialization of the
memory» of the Great War, implemented not only with the previously
mentioned construction of the «First pan-national monument to Russian
heroes», but also with the institution in Saint Petersburg of Russia’s first
museum dedicated to the world war of 1914-18, with the construction of
monuments in cities such as Pskov, Saratov, Tula and in the region of Kalin-
ingrad, and with the establishment of common burial grounds, which was
to be accompanied by research in the archives of the names of soldiers and
officers; and the «popularization of the history of the First World War»,
through «the cancellation of the “blank spots” and dissemination of knowl-
edge of forgotten valiant feats in the current generation» . Among the
contributions of the most innovative section from a methodological point
of view, entitled «Social dimension and space of memory» ', two essays
in particular can be indicated as noteworthy, the essay by K. Pakhaliuk on
the representation, in the memorial literature of the Soviet period, of the
heroism of Russian soldiers and officers in the First World War', and the
contribution by E. Seniavskaia, which analyzes the «historical conditions
and particular characteristics of the formation» of the memory of the First
World War in Russia and in the West'.

In the centenary year a collective volume was published which brings
together the papers presented at the international conference on “The Great

12. Ini p.8.

13. Iui,p.9.

14. Ivi, pp. 135-284.

15. K.PAKHALIUK, Otrazhenie geroizma russkikh soldat i oficerov Pervoi mirovoi voiny v memuar-
noi literature sovetskogo perioda, ivi, pp. 206-236. The author analyzes 77 testimonials, published
between 1918 and 1979 by people who participated in the military operations.

16. E.SENIAVSKAIA, Pamiat o Pervoi mirovoi cit., pp. 251-270.
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War of 1914-18 and Russia”, held in Samara in May 2012 by the Scientific
Council of the Academy of Sciences for the study of social reforms, of
movements, and of revolutions, by the Foundation of Russian History
(the Netherlands) and the Samara Regional Universal Scientific Library"”.
The first part is devoted to economic and financial questions, the second
to the politics and the tendencies of society and of public opinion, the
third to diplomacy and international relations. At the end of the volume
are published two versions of the paper Pervaia mirovaia voina i istorich-
eskaia sud ba Rossii (The First World War and the Historical Fate of Russia)
presented by Pavel Volobuev, authoritative historian and academic who
died in 1997, at the International Conference Pervaia mirovaia voina i
XX vek ('The First World War and the 20th Century), held in Moscow on
May 24-26 1994'.

The Pan-Russian Institute of Strategic Rescarch (Rossiiskii Institut
Strategicheskikh Issledovanii - RISI) published a work in three volumes in
2014, entitled The First World War: Historiographical Myths and Historical
Memory". The first volume is dedicated to the memory of the war among
the peoples who were part of the Tsarist Empire; the second to the memory
of the war in the countries of the Entente and of the Quadruple Alliance;
the third to the «Second Patriotic War in Russia. It is significant that
in this volume recourse is made to an expression - Vioraia otechestvennaia
voina - that was in vogue in Russian public discourse contemporary to
the conflict, and which linked the experience of the Great War to the
quintessential patriotic war, the war against Napoleon a century carlier.
The director of the RISI, Leonid Reshetnikov, presented the publishing
initiative to the press in these terms: it pursues the aim of dispelling myths
and lies that have accumulated on this theme in one hundred years. The first
myth to debunk, he states, concerns the idea that the war was unsuccessful
for Russia across the board. Certainly there were defeats, he argues, but
there were also great victories, and it is the task of current historiography,

17.  Rossiia i Pervaia mirovaia voina: ekonomicheskie problemy, obshchestvennye nastroeniia, mezh-
dunarodnye otnosheniia. Sbornik statei, edited by IuR1I PETROV, Moscow, Institut Rossiiskoi Istorii
RAN, 2014.

18. Ivi, pp. 407-415.

19. Pervaia mirovaia voina: istoriograficheskie mify i istoricheskaia pamiat’, edited by OksANA
PETROVSKAIA, 3 voll., Moscow, RISI, 2014.
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he concludes, to re-establish a correct memory of the First World War,
during which Russia waged a severe struggle against three empires.

In 2014 the encyclopedia in three volumes was published as well, by
Rosspen (in collaboration with Rgaspi and IRI-RAN) in a luxury edition
decorated with the Georgievskaia lenta®. It is an impressive work, dedicated
«to all the citizens of Russia who took part in the Great War», and it is
the fruit of three years of work by a «broad collective of scholars consisting
of about two hundred specialists», organized by the RVIO and by the
Pan-Russian Historical Society (Rossiiskoe istoricheskoe obshchestvo -
RIO). The encyclopedia aims «to delineate an objective and balanced
picture of the actual victories and defeats, of the successes and failures
of Russia in the preparation and the conduct of military operations, the
supplying of the front, the mobilization of the economy, and in the con-
centration of the resources of the country around resolving the problems of
the war period », as well as to adequately define the contribution of Russia
«to the victory of the countries of the Entente»?'. Volobuev had already
drawn attention to this last point in 1994: «Russia gave invaluable help to
its allies, often sacrificing its own national interests to the objectives of the
coalition (...) there is no doubt that without the contribution of Russia the
victory of the Entente in the war would have been impossible»*%.

In recent years, therefore, Russian historiography, in synergy with the
cultural policy promoted by the highest levels of the state, has pursued the
double objective of redefining the contours of the public memory regarding
the First World War in Russia, drawing also on the rich experience accu-
mulated by western countries in the “memorialization” of that historical
experience, and of rewriting the history of the Russian participation in
the conflict, saving from oblivion the successes and acts of heroism of the
Russian combatants and giving value to the unrecognized contribution of

20. This is the ribbon with three black stripes and two orange ones, used in the Tsarist era as a
support for some important military honors, reintroduced during the Second World War, and
known in the Soviet tradition by the name Guardeiskaia lenta. Since 2005 the Georgievskaia lenta
has become a symbol with widespread popular use, utilized by those who want to show their pat-
riotism and respect for veterans.

21. Rossiia v Pervoi mirovoi voine. 1914-1918. Entsiklopediia v trekh tomakh, Moscow, Rosspen,
2014, p. 5.

22. PAVEL VOLOBUEYV, Pervaia mirovaia voina i istoricheskaia sud’ba Rossii, in Rossiia i Pervaia
mirovaia voina cit., p. 415.
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Russia to the final victory of the allies. The incorporation of the First World
War into the patriotic tradition becomes functional to the construction
of a shared memory, necessary for the rebirth of national pride, under
considerable strain after the disintegration of the USSR. Such a shared
memory must be capable of carrying out a reconciling process between the
experiences of the tsarist and the Soviet past through the recognition of the
patriotic value of the blood spilled even in a conflict deprived for along time
of the legitimating definition of “ofechestvennaia voina” (patriotic war).

In historiographical work this involves the adequate appreciation of the
fundamental Russian contribution to the victory of the Entente®, obscured
by the revolutions of 1917 and the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk, the full account-
ing of the very heavy human losses suffered, and the full appreciation of the
successes achieved at some turning points of the war, the heroism and the
valor of the combatants of the tsarist army. The extensive use of the concept
of zabytaia voina in recent Russian publications has become functional to
the patriotic restoration of that historical experience. In presenting his work
on the campaign in East Prussia of August 1914, N. Postnikov defines the
combatants of the tsarist army as «forgotten soldiers of their homeland »*,
and writes: «The time has come to remember with pride and honor the
Russian combatants of the First World War. To recognize what is due to
these men (...) saving their names from oblivion and linking the past to
the present firmly and forever»?.

The writing of biographies dedicated to the forgotten heroes is a sig-
nificant chapter in recent Russian historiographical production: in 2013
V. Bondarenko published Zhe heroes of the First World War*, consisting
of 12 essays dedicated to the same number of heroes. The author writes:
«No war so obscured, denigrated, cursed and forgotten has ever existed in
our country (...) the fate of its heroes has been even more bitter (...) they
have not had commemorative medals, pensions, museums, eternal flames,
flowers on the day of victory. Their names, merits and honors have been

23. See ALEKSEI OLEINIKOV, Rossiia i soiuzniki v Pervoi mirovoi voine. 1914-18, Astrakhan,
2009.

24. NIKOLAI POSTNIKOV, Drama v Vostochnoi Prussii. Sud’ba 1-i russkoi armii generala Ren-
nenkampfa, Moscow, «Veches, 2014, p. 165 (Already published with the title Pervaia armiia
Rennenkampfa: bitva za vostochnuiu Prussiiu, Moscow, 2012).

25. Ivi,p. 4.

26. VIACHESLAV BONDARENKO, Geroi Pervoi mirovoi, Moscow, Molodaia gvardiia, 2013.
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soiled and cursed (...) this book would like to be a modest tribute to those
who did not come back from the bloody fields of Galicia, Volhynia, Poland,
Lithuania, Latvia, Ukraine, Belarus»*". In 2014 The successful generals of the
forgotten war by A. Oleinikov was published®, dedicated to five generals
who distinguished themselves in the war (P. Pleve, V. Fluga, P. Baluev, A.
Granikov, N. Batiushin), and V. Runov wrote The commanders of the First
World war. The prominent figures of the Russian army®. A vast biographical
encyclopedia in two volumes was prepared by K. Zalesskii on the occasion
of the centenary®: the first volume is dedicated to the top levels of the
tsarist bureaucracy, and the second to the top levels of the military and to
the commanders of the Russian army?".

An analogous programmatic intent can be found in the bibliographies
about the First World War drawn up by some major libraries; see, for ex-
ample, the vast «retrospective bibliographic index» compiled by the staft
of the Military Literature Section of Rossiiskaia Gosudarstvennaia Bibli-
oteka (RGB) in Moscow, made up of three parts: the first is devoted to the
publications from 1926 to 1964, the second to articles published in the
periodical press beginning from the 1920s, and the third to the books that
were published between 1999 and 20142, The curators present the work
to the readers with these words: «The First World War is a forgotten war
(-..) in Russia for a long time this event was in fact condemned to oblivion.
After the end of the conflict it was defined as an “unjust war”, “predatory”,
and “imperialist” The history of the First World War was denigrated and

27. Ivi, pp.7-9.

28. A. OLEINIKOV, Uspeshnye generaly zabytoi voiny, Moscow, «Veche», 2014.

29. VALENTIN RUNoOV, Polkovodtsy Pervoi mirovoi. Russkaia armiia v litsakh, Moscow, Jauza,
Eksmo, 2014.

30. KONSTANTIN ZALESSKIL, Pervaia mirovaia voina. Enciklopediiav 2 ch., Moscow, FIB, 2014.
31. The same author had already published vast biographical collections that were not limited to
Russian figures: see ID., Sto velikikh polkovodtsev Pervoi mirovoi, Moscow, «Veche», 2013, which,
through the figures of the «great leaders», sets itself the objective of saving the war from the fate
of «Great forgotten war», and two vast biographical dictionaries dedicated to the top levels of
the military (ID., Pervaia mirovaia voina. Praviteli i voenachalniki: biograficheskii entsiklopedicheskii
slovar’, Moscow, «Vechex, 2000, e ID., Kto byl kto v Pervoi mirovoi voine: biograficheskii entsiklo-
pedicheskii slovar’, Moscow, Astrel, 2003).

32. K 100-letiiu nachala Pervoi mirovoi voiny (1914-1918). Retrospektivnyi bibliograficheskii uka-
zatel'voennoi literatury, Moscow, 2014.
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cursed by Soviet propaganda, and its heroes and its successes were eradi-
cated from popular memory»*.

On the occasion of the centenary the state library of Homel, under the
patronage of the Ministry of Education of Belarus, also prepared a bibli-
ography dedicated to the First World War, entitled the «Great Unknown
War s, which presents a comprehensive survey of the literature published
on the topic between 1992 and 2014 (monographs, collective works, ar-
ticles in the periodical press) available in the library*. The introduction to
the work states, «World War [, called the Great War, left wounds that even
time has had difficulty healing. It has been defined as the Second Patriotic
War. Sometimes the expression Great Patriotic War has also been used, but
today for many people it remains the Great Unknown War. Today’s task
is to revive and preserve the memory of the Great War, of its meaning and
its teachings, of the heroism and patriotism of the people, of their moral
values, of their history»*. In Belarus as well, therefore, the centenary is
a stimulus and an opportunity to indicate, in the recovery of the history
and the memory of the First World War, an important historiographical
objective to pursue, in order to achieve adequate recognition of the heroism
and patriotism of the population. It is interesting, at the same time, that
instead of zabytaia voina, forgotten war, in vogue in post-Soviet Russia, it
is considered preferable to use the expression neizvestnaia voina, a name
closer to the Unknown War in the Western debate.

2. 'The historiographical phases

A balanced representation of the Soviet historiographical period must
in any case, as Petrone rightly suggested, take into account the differentia-
tion among the various phases of a period that was anything but monolith-
ic. From some historiographical investigations®, as well as the previously

33. Ivi, pp. 3-4.

34. Velikaia neizvestnaia (K 100-letiin nachala Pervoi mirovoi voiny), a cura di TAT'1ANA KUP-
CHINOVA, Homel, GGU im. F. Skoriny, 2014.

35. lvi,p. 4.

36. Seecin particular Bor1s KOZENKO, Otechestvennaia istoriografiia Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in No-
vaia i noveishaia istoriia, n. 3, 2001, pp. 3-27. For other surveys cf. SVETLANA SVILAS, Rossiiskaia
istoriografiia Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Belorusskii zhurnal mezhdunarodnogo prava i mezhdunarodnykh
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mentioned bibliography of the RGB, a picture emerges of the specialized
publications dedicated to the First World War in the Soviet period that
is richer and more complex than the definition of “forgotten war” would
lead one to imagine. Even the editors of the Rosspen Encyclopedia, while
they point out that this very important historical theme has remained
for a long time, «placed at the periphery of the public consciousness» in
Russia, and confirm that a real turning point in this regard has begun to
take shape only since 2011, emphasize that the vast panorama of knowledge
and interpretation offered by the Encyclopedia is indebted to the scientific
accumulation accomplished in the past, also the Soviet past, and indicate
that, in terms of historiographical research in the strict sense, «the First
World War was never forgotten»*.

Similar considerations are also found in some collective works pub-
lished after the end of the Soviet Union: despite recognizing that for a
long time the history of the First World War «was not the strong point
of national historiography»**, V. Mal’kov in 1998 did not subscribe un-
conditionally to the definition zabytaia voina, and recalled that «our
national historiography» has also produced «quite a few works of the
highest quality», indeed for the most part dating back to the 1920s%. It
is precisely in the post-war decade that in Soviet Russia reconstructions
of the military operations and of their technical and logistic aspects were
published, often signed by the direct protagonists of the events, in addition
to collections of documents concerning both the historical and military as
well as the political and diplomatic aspects of the conflict. Interest in the
First World War also experienced a new impetus in the period that preceded
and accompanied the outbreak of the Second World War, although the
upheavals experienced by the country made the work of studying difficult
beginning from the end of 1941, and left room above all for patriotic and
propaganda activities directed against the German enemy™. After 1956 a

otnoshenii, n. 4, 2004, pp. 68-72; ALEKSANDR GULIN, Osnovnye tendencii sovremennoi istoriografii
Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Vestnik KGU im. N.A. Nekrasova, n. 5, 2012, pp. 162-166.

37. Rossiia v Pervoi mirovoi voine cit., vol. 1, p-S.

38. Pervaia mirovaia voina. Diskussionnye problemy istorii, edited by TURII PISAREV, VIKTOR
MAr'K0V, Moscow, Nauka, 1994, p. 4.

39. Pervaia mirovaia voina: prolog XX veka, edited by VIKTOR MALKOV, Moscow, Nauka, 1998,
pp. 10-11.

40. B.KOZENKO, Otechestvennaia istoriografiia cit., p. 9.
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series of papers outlined a more complex and balanced interpretation of
the Russian participation in the events of the war and of the international
context, without in any case questioning the interpretive foundations de-
fined by the Leninist conception of the “imperialist war” and the thematic
selection inspired by the official ideology.

As S. M. Iskhakov pointed out in 2014, «the beginning of the con-
temporary phase in the study of the history of the 1914-18 war in Russian
historiography can be set in the first half of the 1990s»*, when in the
context of the new post-Soviet historiographical period, characterized by
giving renewed value to the late imperial period of Russian history, the
First World War was “rediscovered” as a founding event of the Russian
and European 20th century. In 1992 the Association of Russian histori-
ans of the First World War (Rossiiskaia associaciia istorikov Pervoi mirovoi
voiny — RAIPMV) was established, thanks to an initiative of Tu. Pisarev
and other scholars such as P. Volobuev, V. Mal’kov, K. Shatsillo, T. Islamov,
Z. Jakhimovich, A. Kavtaradze. At its constitutive nucleus are some his-
torical sections of the Academy of Sciences: the Scientific Council on the
problem “of revolution and reform” and the group “for the study of the
First World War” at the Institute of Universal History. The Association
organizes periodic scientific discussions and promotes the study of this
theme as a global historical experience, in collaboration with the Institute
of Universal History of the Academy. In the course of the 1990s, at the
same time as the anniversaries of 1994 and 1998%, two collective works
were published, and the collections include, among others, the texts that
were presented and discussed on the occasion of the seminar and conference
activities organized by the Association®.

In 2014 a collective volume was published that uses again the same title
as the work edited by Mal’kov in 1998: The First World War - Prologue to
the 20th Century. It collects the contributions presented at a large inter-

41. Rossiia i Pervaia mirovaia voina cit., p. S.

42. Pervaia mirovaia voina cit.; Pervaia mirovaia voina: prolog cit.

43. See the papers read at the meeting in March 1993: V associacii po izucheniia istorii Pervoi mirovoi
voiny, in Pervaia mirovaia voina cit., pp. 264-299. Sce also the round table on the origins of the
war, held in September 1993 (Proiskhozhdenie Pervoi mirovoi voiny) and the report of the inter-
national conference held in Moscow in May 1994 (Juryy KUDRIN, Mezhdunarodnaia nanchnaia
konferentsiia «Pervaia mivovaia voina i XX veka ), both in Pervaia mirovaia voina: prolog cit., pp.

12-77 and 666-678.

127



national conference held in Moscow in September 8-10, 2014, organized
by the Institute of Universal History of the Academy of Sciences and the
University of Moscow (MGU)*. A comparison of the two collections
shows a similar thematic division, above all with regard to traditional areas
of research, such as diplomacy and international relations, with some inter-
esting differences, signifying the change of historiographical climate that
occurred in the fifteen years that elapsed between the two publications: in
1998 a section called “Totalitarianism and democracy” is present, whereas
in 2014, in addition to a large section devoted to “the Russian empire
1914-1918” there is a special section on “The tragedy of the prisoner, of
the internee, of the refugee”, that is to say, on some of the lines of research
that scholars have begun to develop in recent years, also in virtue of the
interaction with international historiography.

An innovative element that characterized the 1990s is the establish-
ment in Russia of tendencies that seek a more intense communication
with Western historiographical orientations. This already emerges from
the presence of foreign scholars involved in the international conferences
organized by the Association of Russian historians of the First World War,
but it was expressed in a particularly strong way in another important
scientific initiative: in June 1998 an international conference was held
in Saint Petersburg on “Russia in the First World War”, organized by the
Saint Petersburg section of the Institute of Russian History of the Academy
of Sciences and by a group of U.S. academics®. One of the organizers of
the conference, Nikolai Smirnov, illustrates in his contribution the intent
to broaden the traditional horizons in the direction of a new social and
cultural history: «it is well known that Soviet and Russian historiography
for a long time developed along three lines: military history, economic
history, and the history of international relations. But these, too, were sub-

44. Pervaia mirovaia voina — prolog XX veka, edited by EVGENII SERGEEV, Moscow, IVI RAN,
2014. The Conference was also the opportunity to present to the public two editorial initiatives: the
Encyclopedic dictionary of the First World War (Entsiklopedicheskii slovar’ Pervoi mirovoi voiny),
edited by E. SERGEEY, president of the Association of Russian historians of the First World War,
and the collective monograph on the war and the destiny of European civilization (Pervaia mirovaia
voina i sud by evropeiskoi tsivilizatsii), edited by L. BELOUSOV and A. MANYKIN, prepared by the
professors of the Department of History of the MGU. See also SERGEI LISTIKOV, Mnogomernyi
podchod k istorii Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Novaia i noveishaia istoriia, n. 3, 2015, pp. 145-151.

45. Rossiia i Pervaia mirovaia voina (Materialy mezhdunarodnogo nauchnogo kollokviuma), edited
by NIKOLAT SMIRNOV, Saint Petersburg, Dmitrii Bulanin, 1999.
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ordinated to a disproportionately great attention turned first of all to the
revolutionary movement during the years of the war»“. It is now a ques-
tion, Smirnov states, with reference to the lines of research that emerged
from the contributions to the conference?, of pursuing more in-depth
study of the questions connected to the modernization of Russian society
and to the impact of the all-out war on the culture, the mentality, and the
orientations of the intelligentsiia.

In the political and cultural climate that characterized the year of the
centenary, which was profoundly changed with respect to the late 1990,
there were also some initiatives arising from the collaboration between Rus-
sian and Western historians and centers of research: a large and many-fac-
eted international conference was held in Moscow on June 3-5, 2014, or-
ganized by Russian, American and German scholars®, in which issues were
addressed, alongside the customary issues of domestic and international
politics, of national identities and the challenge of nationalisms in the west-
ern peripheries, of inter-imperial competition, of regimes of occupation, of
refugees and prisoners of war, of the image of the enemy and of the allies,
and of the mobilization of the inzelligentsiia®.

In the 21st century specialized study regarding Russia in the First World
War has experienced a remarkable intensification, culminating in the period
that preceded and accompanied the centenary. A significant step along this
historiographical path was taken in 2003, when the Institute of universal
history of the Academy of Sciences, in collaboration with the Association
of the historians of the First World War and of the Second World War,
published Mirovye voiny XX veka, a work in 4 volumes (two consisting
of collections of documents), the first two of which are dedicated to the
First World War®. There is thus only a partial justification for the rep-

46. N. SMIRNOV, Voina i rossiiskaia intelligenciia, ivi, p. 257.

47. Amongothers, Mark von Hagen, Peter Gatrell and Peter Holquist participated in the confer-
ence.

48. The Russian institution involved was the Mezhdunarodnyi tsentr istorii i sociologii Vioroi mirovoi
voiny i ee posledstvii, directed by O. Budnickii.

49. Rossiia v Pervoi mirovoi voine. 3-5 iiunia 2014 goda.

50. The volume of historical reconstruction is the fruit of the work of a collective of authors guided
by V. Mal’kov, and it concentrates on the themes of the economy of war and of total mobilization,
of the growing role of the state in the economy, on diplomatic relationships, and on the role of
the small nations (Mirovye voiny XX veka. Kniga 1. Pervaia mirovaia voina. Istoricheskii ocherk,
Moscow, Nauka, 2002).
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resentations, recently offered once again by Western literature, describing
the conflict on the Eastern Front as an Unknown War and Russia’s war as
a zabytaia voina. They do not take into account a series of monographs
on specific themes and the specialized articles published in journals such
as Voprosy istorii, Novaia i noveishaia istoriia, or such as the Voennyi-is-
toricheskii zhurnal of the Ministry of Defence®'. The statements of those
who complain about the absence, after the publications of the 1920s and
1930s°%, of complete reconstructions of the First World War on the Eastern
Front, indicate a real historiographical delay, but must not make us forget
that some books of historical synthesis, dedicated to the war in general or
in particular to the Russian experience®, were published in Russia in the
decade preceding the great abundance of publications of the last five years™.

Finally, one cannot fail to draw the reader’s attention to the work in
four volumes written by O. Airapetov®: unlike the majority of books pub-
lished on the occasion of the anniversary, which are the fruit of a collective
of scholars and of the confluence of various specialized contributions, in
this case we have the work of a single historian with the intention of of-
fering a detailed reconstruction and a comprehensive reinterpretation of
the participation of the Tsarist Empire in the First World War. Hailed as
anovelty of great importance and value by nearly all the scholars involved
in the historiographical debate regarding the first two volumes which was

51. See the second part of the bibliography drawn up on the occasion of the centenary by the staff
of the Military Literature Section of the State Library of Moscow (RGB): K 100-letiin nachala
Pervoi mirovoi voiny (1914-1918). Retrospektivnyi bibliograficheskii ukazatel'voennoi literatury,
Moscow, 2014.

52. See the first part of the bibliography of the RGB, regarding the publications in the period
1926-64 (ivi, pp. 5-36). The Commission for the study and the use of the experience of the World
and Civil War, between 1920 and 1923, had published seven volumes dedicated to the military
operations (Strategicheskii ocherk voiny 1914-1918 gg., Moscow, 1920-1923).

53. ANatoLr UTKIN, Zabytaia tragediia. Rossiia v Pervoi mirovoi voine, Smolensk, «Rusich>,
2000; Ip., Pervaia mirovaia voina, Moscow, Algoritm, 2001; VIACHESLAV SHATSILLO, Pervaia
mirovaia voina 1914-1918. Fakty. Dokumenty, Moscow, Olma-Press, 2003.

54. Inaddition to the works already mentioned, see also MAKSIM OS’KIN, Istoriia Pervoi mirovoi
voiny, Moscow, «Veche», 2014; VOLODIMIR MIRONOV, Pervaia mirovaia voina. Bor'ba mirov,
Moscow, Olma Media Group, 2014; VASILII MOLODIAKOV, Pervaia mirovaia: voina kotoroi moglo
ne byt, Moscow, Prosveshchenie, 2012.

55. OLEG AIRAPETOV, Uchastie Rossiiskoi imperii v Pervoi mirovoi voine (1914-1917). T. 1. 1914
god. Nachalo; T. 2. 1915 god. Apogei; T. 3. 1916 god. Sverkhnapriazhenie; T. 4. 1917 god. Raspad,
Moscow, Kuchkovo pole, 2014-2015 (TT. 1-2: first ed. Moscow, ID KDU, 1914).
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organized by the review «Rossiiskaia istoriia»>¢, the work has elements
of “revisionism” in the assessment of the choices of Nicholas II and of the
policies of the opposition®’,) and is permeated with patriotic inspiration,
illustrated by Kolerov with the following words: for Airapetov the par-
ticipation of Russia in the First World War is «the story of the suicide of
a society and of a state, of the extraordinary irresponsibility of the ruling
dynasty and of the political class that demolished it, of the almost com-
pletely ignored heroic account of themselves given by the Russian army
and fleet, of the severe sacrifice by the people, which has remained in the
shadow of the later losses of the 1917-1945 period. This is the epos of the
imperial burden of Russia, which it is historically destined to carry and
without which it would not exist»>%.

3. Origins and meaning of the Russian participation in the Great War

In an effort to remove the First World War from the cone of shadow
cast retrospectively by the October Revolution, the new Russian histo-
riography emphasizes its significance as a watershed also for the history
of Russia, which in this way is brought back more organically into the
rhythms of European and world history. In 2000 A. Utkin, after defining
the period of the Great War as «one of the most important watersheds in
world history»>?, stated regarding his country, «the contemporary history
of Russia began in 1914. Much of what now occurs in the development of
our state is the attempt (...) to reunite with the European fabric from which
we separated in 1914-18. The First World War inaugurated a new phase of
our national history». And in 2003 V. Shatsillo wrote, «the world crisis
which humanity faced at the beginning of the last century struck Russia

56. Dialogo knige. O.R. Airapetov. Uchastie Rossiiskoi imperii v Pervoi mirovoi voine (1914-1917).
M., 1914, in Rossiiskaia istoriia, n. 2, 2015, pp. 142-171. Among these, M. Kolerov, F. Gaida, A.
Puchenkov, A. Smirnov. A more critical evaluation was expressed, instead, by S. Tiutiukin and by
V. Aksenov.

57. Inparticular Airapetov contests the interpretation that considers it a fatal error that Nicolas IT
assumed direct command of the armed forces in the summer of 1915; he also places great emphasis
on the responsibilities of the political opposition in weakening the internal front.

58. Dialog o knige cit., p. 143.

59. A.UTKIN, Zabytaia tragediia cit., p. 3.

60. Ivi, p. 10.
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with particular force (...) if there had not been the First World War, the
destiny of our country today would be completely different> .

Once the “fatal” nature of the event for all of 20th century Russian
history has been recognized, the question of the evitability/inevitability
of the conflict remains relevant in the post-Soviet public debate. In 1994
Volobuey, after defining the participation in the war “senseless” and “use-
less” from the point of view of Russian national interests, stated at the
same time that the most advantageous choice, that of neutrality, was in
fact not feasible: «in 1914 Russia was firmly embedded in the system of
the alliances, and was thus forced to follow the policy of its bloc >, as well
as having, he added, its own imperialist interests to pursue®. In 2013 one
of the leading scholars of military operations on the Eastern Front, Alexei
Oleinikov, reacted to the statements of the military historian A. Shirokorad
regarding the possibility for Russia not to participate in the Great War, and
thus to preserve its political, social and institutional stability®. Oleinikov,
in fact, reaffirmed the inevitability of the Russian choice, although he as-
serted it with the emphasis on a different aspect from the one emphasized
by Volobuev: «it would have been impossible to remain a great power,»
Oleinikov wrote, «while staying out of the 1914 conflict» .

V. Molodiakov, instead, believes that the First World War, unlike the
Second World War, could have been avoided if the leaderships of the coun-
tries involved had not been enthralled by their ambitions and misled by the
conviction that they could run the risk of facing a war, in any case expected
to be of short duration: «economic competition made the war possible,
the actions of the politicians made it inevitable»®, he writes, contesting
the Soviet thesis of the inevitability of the “imperialist war” and putting
all major governments under accusation, beginning from the Russian gov-
ernment, to which he attributes, with some simplification®, the obstinate

61. V.SHATSILLO, Pervaia mirovaia cit., p. 4.

62. P.VOLOBUEYV, Pervaia mirovaia voina cit., pp. 407-408.

63. ALEKSANDR SHIROKORAD, Tiarev sapog opiat na grabliakh. Pervaia imperialisticheskaia grozit
stoletnim inbileem, in Nezavisimoe voennoe obozrenie, 2013, n. 1 (18-24 January).

64. A. OLEINIKOV, Nevozmozhno bylo ostat’sia velikoi derzhavoi, nakhodias v storone ot konflikta
1914 goda, in Voenno-istoricheskii zhurnal, n. 10,2013, pp. 24-26.

65. V. MOLODIAKOV, Pervaia mirovaia cit., p. 189.

66. 'This s evident if this reconstruction is compared with the one offered by Ronald Bobroff (see

infra).
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pursuit, beginning from the reorientation of foreign policy consequent to
1905, of the objective of conquering the Straits and Constantinople (as
well as Turkish Armenia) to the detriment of the Ottoman Empire®. In
setting the imperialistic aspirations regarding the Straits at the center of his
interpretation of the foreign policy of tsarism during the crucial phases that
led up to the Great War, Molodiakov sets himself, in fact, in partial conti-
nuity with the school of the theorizer of “commercial capitalism”, Mikhail
Pokrovskii®, dominant in the first phase of the Soviet period, inspired by
the intention to oppose the tsarist patriotism and imperialism maintained
by the so-called “great-Russian chauvinism”. Also related to this school are
the studies of one of the leading specialists of the First World War in the
Soviet period (often cited by Molodiakov), N. Poletika, to whom an essay
has recently been dedicated, significantly entitled A forgotten historian®.
Secking answers to the question of the inevitability of the Russian
participation in the conflict means dealing with the central interpretive
point of the reconstruction of the decisions made by the Russian elites in
the crucial weeks leading up to the war, set in the historical context of the
foreign policy of the Tsarist Empire in the area of the Balkans and of the
Black Sea, in particular during the period inaugurated by the Bosnian crisis
of 1908 and culminating in the summer of 1914. In the historiography in
English of recent years two important works have addressed these issues:
Roads to Glory by Ronald Bobroff and Towards the Flame by Dominic
Lieven”. The careful reconstruction by Bobroft emphasizes that the foreign
policy of Sazonov, who became foreign minister in 1910, had as its priority
the containing of German expansionism, and adopted towards the Straits,
which were of growing political, economic and strategic importance for the
Russian empire, a cautious policy, even during the initial phases of the world
war. Only after the entry of Turkey into the war, in the autumn of 1914,
were the direct control of the Straits and the conquest of Constantinople

67. V.MOLODIAKOV, Pervaia mirovaia cit., pp. 63-89.

68. Pokrovskii considered the tsarist government to have had the main responsibility for the
outbreak of the conflict.

69. BORIS ZHIGALOV, Zabytyi istorik (K 100-letiiu nachala Pervoi mirovoi voiny), in Vestnik
Tomskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Istoriia, n. 3, 2015, pp. 30-37
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set alongside the principal objective, and it was this circumstance, accord-
ing to Bobrofl, that motivated the fatal choice of Russia to keep multiple
fronts of war open, refusing every opportunity for a separate peace with
the Turkish enemy. The description of the mentality and the motivations
of the tsarist elites contained in the work by Lieven is very interesting and
subtle. In 1983 Lieven had already been the author of a book that for a
long time was a fundamental point of reference for the study of the origins
of the First World War from the Russian point of view”!. The prominence
given by Lieven to exponents of Russian liberal imperialism such as Prince
Grigorii Trubetskoi is, in my opinion, well argued and meaningful’, in
light, also, of the relative underestimation of this figure in Russian histo-
riography. Particularly useful for the understanding of the choices made
by the tsarist elites is also the focus on the theme that could be defined, in
the wake of research developed some years ago by Andrei P. Tsygankov, as
“honor in international relations™”, exemplified by the comment of the
Russian ambassador to Stockholm, the long-time diplomat Anatolii Nek-
liudov, regarding the Austrian ultimatum to Serbia, reported by Lieven:
«Russia could never surrender to the third Austro-German ultimatum in
five years»74.

The “revisionist” book by Sean Mc Meckin has received a certain
amount of attention in the Anglo-American debate”. The stated intent
of this scholar is to place the imperialist policy of the Russian Empire at the
center of the mechanism that led Europe into war, and put under accusation
the aims of the tsarist regime regarding the Straits and Constantinople,
and in general regarding the Ottoman Empire. His interpretation of tsarist
foreign policy on the eve of and in the carly stages of the war thus shows
an interpretive tendency analogous to that contained in the work of Molo-
diakov. He also shares Molodiakov’s highly critical attitude towards those

71. D.LIEVEN, Russia and the Origins of the First World War, London-Basingstoke, The Macmillan
Press, 1983.

72.  Onliberal imperialism, cf. G. CIGLIANO, La «Grande Russia» tra nazionalismo e neoslavismo:
Uimperialismo liberale come risposta alla crisi patriottica (1907-1909), in Studi Storici, a. LII1 (2012),
n. 3, pp. 511-557.

73. ANDREIP. TSYGANKOV, Russia and the West from Alexander to Putin: Honor in International
Relations, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2012.

74. D.LIEVEN, Towards the Flame cit., p. 321.

75. SEAN Mc MEEKIN, The Russian Origins of the First World War, Cambridge, Mass., The Belknap
Press of Harvard University Press, 2011.
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historiographical approaches that trace the origins of the Great War back
to the will to power of Germany and to the hegemonic policies of its IWelz-
politik, inspired by the famous work by Fritz Fischer. The books published
by A. Utkin about fifteen years ago can still be traced back, in the Russian
panorama, to Fischer’s approach’. But the positions of Molodiakov and
McMeekin diverge on one point: while Mc Meekin goes as far as to attrib-
ute to the Tsarist Empire, with an evident polemical forced reasoning, the
principal responsibilities for the outbreak of the conflict on a European
and global scale, Molodiakov adopts the thesis of the shared “guilt” of the
political leaderships of the countries involved: «in the outbreak of the war
all the principal protagonists were responsible, each in his own way»"".

4. 'The military operations

The work carried out in the last fifteen years by Russian historians
to develop a careful and comprehensive historical narrative of the mil-
itary operations on the Eastern Front has been extensive. The scientific
foundations have been laid for going beyond a stereotypical view of the
war, in particular concerning some of its decisive crucial moments, such
as the campaign in East Prussia in 1914, the Great Retreat in 1915, and
the Brusilov Offensive in 1916.

The Russian-Soviet studies of the 1920s had emphasized the extent
of the defeat suffered by the tsarist army at Tannenberg, defined by some
as the «Cannae of the World War»"%. In 2001 A. Utkin still stressed the
catastrophic dimension of the defeat, presented as «the first great Russian
tragedy of the 20th century»". Today’s evaluation by O. Alpeev, which is
more balanced and detached, remains in continuity with the tradition of
Russian historiography and differs from interpretations by Western scholars
such as D. Showalter, whose well-known 1991 book intended to dismantle
the myth of Tannenberg constructed by the Germans and demonstrate that
the Russian defeat in East Prussia had a military significance that was, all

76. A.UTKIN, Pervaia mirovaia cit.
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things considered, limited™. As for the causes of the defeat, Alpeev, anal-
ogously to Utkin and the western specialists, focuses on the operational
divergences and the lack of coordination between the General Staffand the
commanders; on the misuse of radiocommunications and on the weakness
of intelligence work; on the shortcomings in the organization of the rear
lines and in the system of supplies; and on the inability of the command to
make the best use of the clear superiority of the Russians over the Germans
in the cavalry sector. Alpeev concludes by stating that the defeat showed
clearly the serious shortcomings of the Russian army with respect to lead-
ership and organization, which made it still inadequate «for contemporary
war»*!. Unlike their Western colleagues, Russian scholars, however, do not
attribute great weight to the opposing factions in the armed forces, and
especially not to the personal rivalries among commanders.

Russian historiography has worked hard to highlight the historical
significance of events and phases of the war that are still not well known.
S. Nelipovich has devoted part of his research work, based on massive
sifting through archive materials, to the study of the military operations
of Warsaw-Ivangorod in 1914 (September 15 to October 26)*, and to
the calculation of Russian, Austro-Hungarian and German casualties that
accompanied them, which were very numerous, especially Russian casu-
alties, although they were lower than in the summer campaigns (the oper-
ations in East Prussia and the battle for Galicia)®*. While acknowledging
that the high number of casualties had a negative impact on later military
initiatives, Nelipovich defines the operations on the whole as a Russian
success, since they «managed to thwart the plans of the strategists of the

Central Powers» %4,
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With respect to a dramatic turning point in the balance on the Eastern
Front, the “Great Retreat” of 1915, Russian historians are now willing to
provide a representation that is not exclusively focused on the catastrophic
dimension of events such as the abandonment in the hands of the enemy
of vast portions of the western peripheries of the Empire, the devastation
of the territory, and the deportation of large masses of the population. The
new representation also intends to highlight the achievements reached on
a strategic level in managing a military operation of great complexity, and
emphasizes its importance for the outcome of the war. According to A.
Oleinikov it was an operation that succeeded from a strategic point of view,
during which the tsarist army did not limit itself to retreating, but defended
itself actively, launched local counter attacks, and above all simultaneously
carried out the successful evacuation of the Polish provinces. However,
Oleinikov recognizes that it was accompanied by very heavy human losses
and also had «extremely negative military and economic consequences» %,
that is the loss of the immense human and material resources located in the
western territories, the fall of Russian prestige in the Balkans, the entry of
Bulgaria into the war, and the collapse of the Serbian front.

In the summer of 1916 the Russian offensive took place, taking its name
from General A. Brusilov, and for a long time it was considered to be the
most impressive and brilliant military operation conducted by the tsarist
army during the Great War. S. Nelipovich for many years has been engaged
with his research in the critical revision of this important episode in the
war on the Eastern Front: this Russian historian is not inclined to exalt the
figure of Brusilov, whose merits he believes to have been overestimated, and
is not very willing even to consider the offensive to be a military success.
From his contribution in 1998 to the encyclopedic entry in 2014* and
including the short book in 2006 and his article in 2011%, Nelipovich has
worked systematically to dismantle the myth of the Brusilov offensive. This
myth has been proposed once again with conviction by B. Utkin, who has
defined the vast operation as «a brilliant result of Russian military art»
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and the general as a national hero and symbol of the patriotic unity of the
country®. For Nelipovich the operation was not a success because it did
not achieve its pre-established objectives, and as a result of the enormous
human and material losses, it had the unforeseen consequence of favoring
the revolutionary outcome. It was also not decisive in relieving German
pressure on the Western Front, and the ultimate weakening of the Austrian
army, considered to be one of the major achievements of the operation, also
had negative implications for Russia, since it allowed the full unification
of the command on the part of the Germans.

A complex and balanced evaluation of the offensive, as well as of the
merits and limitations of the figure of Brusilov, is offered by the book from
2010 by M. Os’kin. The author illustrates both the tactical successes, which
were very significant when compared with the other military operations
carried out on all the war fronts, and the strategic failure and the great
number of losses, which nullify the results achieved on the field in the initial
phases of the operation. In his final assessment the author stresses that it
was the Allies who enjoyed the principal benefits of the offensive, while it
gave a significant contribution to the destabilization of the tsarist regime.
As far as the responsibilities of leadership are concerned, Os’kin weighs
the mistakes made by the tsar against those made by the General Staff, and
takes a position against considering Nicholas II to be the only scapegoat;
he defines Brusilov as certainly not comparable to Suvorov, also by virtue of
his circumscribed military experience, limited to the Russo-Turkish War of
1877-78, but, while not making the figure into a myth, he fully recognizes
his merits for the victories achieved on the field: the Brusilov Offensive, he
concludes, remains one of the most significant operations of World War I,
and the general was the last member of the tsarist military tradition who
with his experience enriched the Russian military art®.

5. State and economy, parties and political organizations

The problem of the relationship between state and economy in Rus-
sia during the First World War prompts the consideration of the broader

88. See Borts UTKIN, Brusilovskii proryv, in Pervaja mirovaia voina: prolog cit., pp. 627-632.
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themes of the solidity and the characteristics of Russian industrial devel-
opment in the early decades of the 20th century and the ability of the
tsarist state to mobilize the economy to respond to the challenges of total
war. The importance of this thematic and problematic central point is also
demonstrated by the extent and complexity of its treatment in the ency-
clopedia in three volumes published by Rosspen™. In it the remarkable
growth of the Russian economy in the five years preceding the outbreak of
the war is shown, the continuation until the spring of 1915 of an attitude
centered on the idea of a short war is emphasized, a war so short that it
could be faced with the reserves accumulated previously, without a total
reconversion and mobilization of the economy. In the encyclopedia the
following assessment is traced: in the war years there was an increase in
moments of crisis in the principal sectors of the Russian economy, which
only a short time before had placed itself on the path toward moderniza-
tion. During the war a process of disorganization could be observed of the
relationships between city and country, of the interaction between national
economic sectors and economic regions, and of the commercial networks.
The militarization of the economy produced hypertrophy in some sectors,
and the direct interventions of the state in civil sectors were not sufficient
to prevent the catastrophe.

The themes of state finances, the war industry, and the standard of liv-
ing in Russia during the Great War are addressed in the first section of the
collective volume of Russia and the First World War, edited by the Institute
of Russian History of the Academy of Sciences (see above). Among the
contributions an essay by S. Tolstogusov on the dynamics of the financial
crisis and the anti-crisis policies of the tsarist government is noteworthy”".
After focusing, for the pre-war period, on some elements that indicated a
redefinition of the economic relations already existent, for example in the
grain trade, fundamental to Russia’s balance of trade, Tolstogusov con-
centrates on the worsening of the crisis during the war, the prelude to the
bankruptcy of the State, which occurred as a result of the severe reduction
in the exporting of grain caused by the blockade of the Straits, but also as
an effect of erroneous choices of economic policy, such as, for example,

90. See Rossiia v Pervoi mirovoi, vol. 1 cit., pp. 8-10.
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the prohibition of the sale of alcohol, which greatly reduced state revenues
from the taxation of those products.

One of the most significant questions, as far as the relationship between
the needs of war and economic policy is concerned, is the severe shortage
of ammunition suffered by the Russian army in 1915. The entries in the
Rosspen encyclopedia on «hunger for ammunition» and on the War In-
dustry Committees are signed by O. Airapetov®, and propose again, in a
concise form, the historical reconstruction and the theses that the author
had already expounded in 2003 in the well known monograph on Generals,
liberals and entrepreneurs™. A qualifying point of the historiographical ap-
proach of Airapetov is an intention to overturn the established representa-
tion according to which delays and inefficiencies of the mobilization should
be attributed not only to the structural fragility of the Russian economy,
but also to the resistance of the conservative bureaucracy, which did not
want to cede power to the social organizations and was not culturally
equipped to face the challenges of total mobilization®. Airapetov believes
that this was a distorted reading produced by the propaganda campaigns
of the liberals and of their press, and instead places under accusation the
industrialists, who inflated the prices of the huge government contracts for
weapons and ammunition, the political leaders such as the Octobrist A.
Guchkov and the Kadet P. Miliukov, explicitly accused of working for the
preparation of the revolution, and the Minister and reformer A. Polivanov,
identified as the person responsible for a series of failures in the manage-
ment of military contracts abroad and in Russia, rather than as the main
author of the solution to the ammunition crisis.

The crisis in Russia was taking ona particular gravity, Airapetov argues,
when the massive use of heavy artillery by the Germans and the Austri-
ans produced a significant increase in the demand for ammunition by the
Russian army, with which the system of production could not adequately
cope because of the depletion of stocks, delays in mobilization, as well as
the political and institutional confrontations among sectors of the ruling
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classes, in particular between the military bureaucracy of the General Ad-
ministration of the artillery (Glavnoe Administrativnoe Upravlenie, GAU)
and the entrepreneurs of the war industry, politically supported by the
political forces of the liberal opposition (Octobrists, Kadets, Progressives).
All'scholars agree in considering the crisis of ammunition to have been over-
come by the summer of 1916: it was indeed a necessary condition for the
launch on the South-Western Front in late May of the Brusilov Offensive.

In the period from the mid-1990s to the early 21st century, the publish-
ing house Rosspen published, with the participation of a large number of
specialists, an impressive quantity of documents related to the activity of the
principal parties and political organizations of late imperial Russia; some of
these volumes also cover the years of the First World War”. The possibility
of having unrestricted access to the archive materials and the disappearance
of the ideological constraints of the Soviet period have allowed Russian
scholars both to follow paths that are off the beaten track, researching the
regional and local life of political organizations during the war years”, and
to produce some substantial monographs on the Russian political forces
during the war; the monographs dedicated to the non socialist parties,
which occupied the area between the center-left and the extreme right of
the political spectrum, are of particular interest.

In-depth study of the Constitutionalist Democratic Party (Kadets) has
been carried out by Fedor Gaida, the author of a detailed and well-docu-
mented book, The Liberal opposition on the road toward power”, by some
even considered to be “the last word” in historiography on Russian liber-
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alism during the Great War”®. By now recognized as one of the most influ-
ential scholars of Kadet policy and in general of the liberalism of the war
period”, Gaida has written a monograph which shares with O. Airapetov’s
work a highly critical approach to the liberal circles and their political
choices. Gaida’s monograph is characterized by the effort to interpret the
initiatives and political positions of the Kadets in terms of a series of tacti-
cal choices inspired by the fundamental objective of the seizure of power.
In my opinion this interpretation implies an inadequate consideration of
the political culture and world view of the exponents of Russian demo-
cratic constitutionalism, and, instead, it is precisely the study of the way
in which they reacted and redefined themselves when they encountered
the epoch-making event of the Great War that is an aspect of particular
interest for historical analysis.

Andrei Ivanov has devoted two monographs to the parliamentary
groups of the Russian far right during the First World War'®. The more
recent one, which deals with the fractions in both the fourth Duma and the
State Council, is based on an extensive examination of archival sources: it
reconstructs the activity of the principal exponents of the Russian right'"*
and the deep crisis experienced by this political area during the war. D.
Stogov has published an essay on the statutes and programs of the political
organizations of the Russian right'®. The years of the First World War are
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ID., Progressivnyi blok v otsenke russkoi liberal'noi opposicii (1915-1917), in Posledniaia voina im-
peratorskoi Rossii, edited by O. AIRAPETOV, Moscow, Tri kvadrata, 2002, pp. 92-114.

100. ANDREI IVANOV, Poslednie zashchitniki monarchii: fraktsiia pravykh IV Gosudarstvennoi Dumy
v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny (1914-fevral’l 917), Saint Petersburg, Dmitrii Bulanin, 2006; Ip., Pravye
v russkom parlamente: ot krizisa k krakhu, 1914-17, Moscow-Saint Petersburg, Al'ians - Arkheo,
2013.

101. The same author has devoted a book to one of the most well - known figures of the Russian
right. (A. IVANOV, Viadimir Purishkevich: opyt biografii pravogo politika (1870-1920), Moscow-Saint
Petersburg, Al'ians-Arkheo, 2011).

102. DMITRII STOGOV, Ustavy i programmy russkikh pravykh politicheskikh organizatsii perioda
Pervoi mirovoi voiny: sravnitel nyi analiz, in Izvestiia Rossiiskogo gosudarstvennogo pedagogicheskogo
universiteta im. 4. I. Gercena, n. 130, 2011, pp. 19-31.
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also treated in works that trace the history of the political formations during
the longer period which began with the revolution of 1905-07: see, among
others, the study by Iu. Kir’ianov, also devoted to the galaxy of the Russian
far right'” and the book by S. Sankova on the moderate and nationalist
right of the Vserossiiskii Natsionalnyi Soiuz (VNS - Pan-Russian National
Union)'*. Finally, mention should be made of the publication of the pro-
ceedings of an international conference held in Kazan'on October 17-18,
2014, devoted to Gosudarstvennaia Duma i Pervaia mirovaia voina (The
State Duma and the First World War). This conference was organized in
the context of the International Scientific Forum Velikaia voina 1914-1918
godov: Rossiia, Evropa i islamskii mir, in which, alongside Russian scholars,
there was the participation of historians coming from countries which,
havingbeen part of the Tsarist Empire, shared with Russia the experience of
the Duma over the years 1906-1917: Azerbaiian, Belarus, Poland, Finland,
and Kazakhstan'®. The numerous contributions deal with many interest-
ing aspects, often still not sufficiently investigated, of the discontinuous
parliamentary activity during the war years.

6. Patriotism and nationalism, mobilization of the intellectuals, war
propaganda and representation of the enemy.

In the last fifteen years new directions of research have also been de-
veloping that have brought Russian historiography into harmony with the
lines of study that have been established among Anglo-American specialists
in the last twenty years. Historians such as J. Sanborn and E. Lohr, have
initiated an intense debate around the theme of patriotic mobilization in
the Tsarist Empire during the First World War, which places the season of
patriotic unity (vnutrennyi mir) in a pan-European perspective, assimilating
it to the Sacred Unions experienced by the other protagonists in the war.
Even in recent Russian historiography one finds the tendency to emphasize
the presence of a deep-rooted and wide-spread patriotism among the Rus-

103. Jurt KIRTANOV, Pravye partii v Rossii. 1911-1917 gg., Moscow, Rosspen, 2001.

104. SVETLANA SAN’KOVA, Russkaia partiia v Rossii: obrazovanie i deiatelnost Vserossiiskogo nat-
sional'nogo soinza (1908-1917), Orel, Izdatel'Svetlana Zenina, 2006.

105. Pervaia mirovaia voina i Gosudarstvennaja Duma: Materialy Mezhdunarodnoi nauchnoi kon-
ferencii, edited by RUSTEM TSIUNCHUK, Moscow, Izd. Gosudarstvennoi Dumy, 2015.
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sian population during the First World War!®. Some studies, such as the
one by I. Narskii on the experience at the front of the soldiers in 1914-16,
reach the conclusion that fatigue and skepticism, discontent and disaffec-
tion took on significant dimensions only after the February revolution'”.

Interesting insights on everyday life in the trenches and on the men-
tality of the fighters are found in the research by E. Seniavskaia'®®, whose
historical-psychological approach has undoubtedly been a novelty in the
Russian panorama of historiography. With regard to patriotism, the author
emphasizes the need to highlight, especially for the early stages of the con-
flict, the vigor of the patriotism of the nobility and of the middle classes,
ignored by the Soviet historiographical tradition; at the same time, she
supports the thesis that for the mass of the peasantry involved in the war
it remained «incomprehensible and extraneous»'”” and believes that the
inability to motivate the population ideologically regarding the war was
eventually fatal to the tsarist regime.

On the mentality and views of the masses (peasants, workers, and sol-
diers) research has been done by O. Porshneva''’. This author defines the
Russian society of that time as characterized by a profound socio-cultural
rift, making it ill-prepared to face the total challenge of the war: the result,
she argues, was a transformation of the mentality of the masses during the
conflict which was at the origin of the revolution, the collapse of the state,
and the subsequent civil wars. More recently, Porshneva has published a
book on the Ural region during the First World War'"". The innovative
historiographical value of these studies resides also in the fact that they

106. See IRINA BELOVA, Pervaia mirovaia voina i rossiiskaia provinciia. 1914-fevral’l 917 g., Mos-
cow, Airo-XXI, 2011, pp. 12-13.

107. IcoR NARSKIL, Frontovoi opyt russkikh soldat. 1914-1916, in Novaia i noveishaia istoriia, n.
1,2005, pp. 194-204.

108. E. SENIAVSKAIA, Problemy frontovoi morali v period Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Pervaia mirovaia
voina — prolog XX veka cit., pp. 301-304; EAD., Okopnyi byt Pervoi mirovoi voiny: ocherk frontovoi
povsednevnosts, in Istoricheskaia psikhologiia i sociologiia istorii, n. 1,2014, pp. 192-219.

109. EAD., Psikhologiia voiny v XX veke: istoricheskii apyt Rossii, Moscow, Rosspen, 1999, p. 198.
Sce also EAD., Pamiato Pervoi mirovoi cit., pp. 256-258.

110. OL'GA PORSHNEVA, Mentalitet i sotsial noe povedenie rabochikh, krestian i soldat Rossii v period
Pervoi mirovoi voiny (1914- mart 1918 g. ), Ekaterinburg, 2000; EAD., Krest iane, rabochie i soldaty
Rossii nakanune i v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny, Moscow, Rosspen, 2004.

111. Eap., Ural v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny: vzaimodeistvie vlasti i obshchestva, Ekaterinenburg,

00O “Prospekt”, 2014.
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are characterized by the extensive use of sources relating to the variegated
provincial realities of the Empire, which for a long time had been little

studied!'2.

Having already written as co-author with O. Figes a successful book
on the February revolution'"?, Boris Kolonitskii devoted an original mon-
ograph to the theme of the de-legitimization of tsarism during the First
World War, which he developed through the study of the progressive dete-
rioration of the public image of the imperial family, at the center of rumors
and gossip that offer an interesting point of observation regarding the mass
culture of the time"*. Kolonickii also wrote an essay devoted to the spread
of the negative portrayal of Nicholas IT during the First World War'", and
astudy on the construction in war propaganda of the image of the Russian
military leader, embodied in the figure of the Commander-in-chief, Grand
Duke Nikolai Nikolaevich!®.

Patriotism and nationalism, which were vigorous among urban educated
people, are profitably investigated by studying the mobilization of intellectuals
and artists in support of the victory of the Entente and of the war objectives of
the Tsarist Empire: far from beinglimited to the elaboration and dissemination
of signed appeals that invited public opinion and civil society to mobilize in

112. OL'GA SUCHOVA, Pervaia mirovaia voina kak vyzov russkoi mental nosti: massovye nastroeniia
v provincii v 1914-1917 gg., in Rossiia i Pervaia mirovaia voina cit., pp. 121-140; N. SIDORENKO,
Evoliuciia politicheskoi atmosfery provintsial nogo obshchestva v usloviiakh Pervoi mirovoi voiny (na
primere gubernii Urala), ivi, pp. 141-154; O. SUCHOVA, Mobilizatsionnye kampanii perioda Pervoi
mirovoi voiny v vospriiatii i povedenii rossiiskogo krest ianstva: itogi i perspektivy izuchenija problemy,
in Izvestija VUZ. Povolzhskii region. Gumanitarnye nauki, n. 1, 2014, pp. 39-49.

113. ORLANDO FIGES, BORIS KOLONICKIL, Interpreting the Russian Revolution. The Language
and Symbols of 1917, New Haven-London, Yale University Press, 1999.

114. Bor1s KOLONICKI, «Tragicheskaia erotika> : obrazy imperatorskoi sem’i v gody Pervoi mirovoi
voiny, Moscow, NLO, 2010. Cf. also ID., «Politicheskaia pornografiia» i desakralizatsiia vlasti
v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny (Slukhi i massovaia kul'tura), in 1917 god v sud’bakh Rossii i mira:
Oktiabrskaia revoliutsiia (Ot novykh istochnikov k novomu osmysleniin), edited by STANISLAV T1-
UTIUKIN, Moscow, IRI RAN, 1998.

115. B. KOLONICKII, «Slabyi tsar’> i «tsar’-durak»: Nikolai II v antidinasticheskikh slukhakh
epochi Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Sanks-Peterburgskii mezhdunarodnyi letnii universitet, 2008: re-
voliutsionnyi terrorizm i russkaia revoliutsiia, edited by V. PLESKOV, Saint Petersburg, 2008.

116. B. KOLONICKIL, Voin «starogo vremenis: obrazy Velikogo kniazia Nikolaia Nikolaevicha v gody
Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Studia Russica Helsingiensia et Tartuensia X: “Vek nyneshnii i vek minuvshis”:
kul'turnaia refleksiia proshedshei epokhi: v 2 ch., Tartu, Tartu Ulikooli Kirjastus, 2006, second part,
pp- 297-326.
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the name of civilization against the barbarity of the enemy'"’, this activism was
carried out by means of the organization of lectures, meetings, conferences and
of intense activities of public debate and of dissemination of information which
took place through collaborations with newspapers and magazines and the
publication of books and brochures. Valuable insights for the reconstruction of
these aspects of Russia in the Great War are offered by various types of works:
monographs which reconstruct the life, ideas, and activities of associations and
groups of intellectuals in the area of national liberalism, such as, for example,
the extensive work by E. Gollerbach on the publishing house “Put™ and on the
historical-religious Society named after V. Soloviev''¥; useful collections of texts
and contributions in the public debate on the themes of the nation, the empire,
and nationalism, signed by intellectuals and public figures in 1905-1917"";
contributions that analyze the patriotic ideology of intellectuals, writers, and
artists'* and articles devoted to the war propaganda in newspapers of various
cultural and political orientations that were active in a patriotic direction'?".

A variegated picture of Russian editorial production and periodical
press, and in particular of the positions of intellectuals in the artistic and
literary area during the First World War, is offered by two collective works
curated by the Institute of World Literature of the Academy of Sciences:
in the first the papers converge that were presented at the interdisciplinary
roundtable held in November 2012, while in the second a first, vast section
made up of sources, collecting the contributions to the public debate of
illustrious writers during the war, is followed by a section devoted to the use
of literary and artistic sources for the study of the Great War in Russia'*.

117. See ALEKSANDR DMITRIEV, La mobilisation intellectuelle. La communauté académique in-
ternationale et la Premiére Guerre mondiale, in Cahiers du monde russe, n.4,2002, pp. 617-644.
118. EVGENII GOLLERBACH, K nezrimomu gradu. Religiozno-filosofskaia gruppa «Put’> (1910-
1919) v poiskakh novoi russkoi identichnosti, Saint Petersburg, Aleteiia, 2000.

119. Natsiia i imperiia v russkoi mysli nachala XX veka, a cara di SERGEI SERGEEV, Moscow, Skimen),
2003; Natsionalizm. Polemika 1909-1917, edited by MODEST KOLEROV, Moscow, Dom Intelleke.
Knigi, 2000.

120. VIKTOR GOL'COV, Problema patriotizma v trudakh VV. Rozanov v gody Pervoi mirovij voiny,
in Rossiia i Pervaia mirovaia voina cit., pp. 194-216.

121. TAT’JANA PARCHOMENKO, Pervaia mivovaia voina i intelligentsiia Rossii, in Kul turologicheskii
zhurnal,n.1,2015, pp. 1-16; JULIIA ZHERDEVA, [liustrirovannaia pressa kak istochnik formirova-
niia obraza voiny v 1914-1918, in Rossiia i Pervaia mirovaia voina cit., pp. 155-176.

122. Russkaja publitsistika i periodika epochi Pervoi mirovoi voiny: politika i poetika. Issledovaniia
i materialy, edited by VADIM POoLONSKII, Moscow, IMLI RAN, 2013; Politika i poetika: russkaia

146



One of the most stimulating aspects to study regarding the philosophical,
historical and literary culture of the war period is the representation of the enemy,
more so because of the great prestige traditionally enjoyed by German culture
among Russian intellectuals. On the broader level of the orientations of public
opinion and of the masses the theme of the construction of the image of the
enemy during the First World War was addressed by Seniavskaia, in a book de-
voted to the evolution of the representation of the enemies in the Russian wars
of the 20th century'®; by O. Porshneva, who has studied the perception of the
German enemy by the soldiers of the tsarist army'?*; and by T. Filippova, already
the author of a monograph devoted to the representation of the “enemy from
the East”'», who in a recent article has investigated the stereotype of the Turkish
enemy in Russian journalistic satire devoted to the Caucasian front'*. Interesting
starting points for reflecting on the role played by the “Slavic question” (slavian-
skii vopros) in defining the Bulgarian “betrayal” are contained in a contribution
by A.Ivanovand A. Repnikov devoted to the representation of Bulgaria’s entry

into the war given by the various trends within the Russian right'*’.

7. Forced migrations and refugees, prisoners of war and humanitarian
problems, occupations and national questions in the peripheries of
the empire

In recent years, Russian historians have worked intensively on the
themes of the prisoners of war, both Russian and Austro-Germans, and

literatura v istoriko-kul turnom kontekste Pervoi mirovoi voiny. Publikatsii, issledovaniia i materialy,
edited by V. PoLoNsk11, Moscow, IMLI RAN, 2014.
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armii i obshchestva, Moscow, Rosspen, 2006, pp. 62-72. Cf. also G1ovaNNA CIGLIANO, Limmagine
del nemico nella propaganda russa, in Costruire un nemico. Studi di storia della propaganda di guerra,
edited by N1cora LaBaNCA, CAMILLO ZADRA, Milan, Unicopli, 2011, pp. 89-111.

124. O. PORSHNEVA, The Image of the German Enemy as Perceived by Russian Army Soldiers during
World War I, in Quaestio Rossica, Ural Federal University, n. 1, 2014, pp. 79-93.

125. TAT'1ANA FILIPPOVA, “V7ag s Vostoka” Obrazy i ritoriki vrazhdy v russkoi satiricheskoi zhur-
nalistike nachala XX veka, Moscow, Airo-XX1, 2012.

126. EAD., Kavkazskii front Pervoi mirovoi voiny v obektive otechestvennoi satiricheskoi zhurnalistiki,
in Vestnik ToGU (tverskogo). Seriia “Istoriia”, n. 1, 2015, pp. 74-95.

127. ANDREI IVANOV, ALEKSANDR REPNIKOV, «Bolgarskaia izmena »: russkie pravye o vstuplenii
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of the refugees from zones that were occupied or close to military opera-
tions'?®. In the “first monograph” series an interesting book was published,

written by I. Belova, analyzing the influence of total mobilization on Rus-

129

sian provincial reality'?, the organization of supplies in the rear lines, and

the impact of migration processes that had as protagonists refugees from
the Western Front, prisoners of war and internees, and the evacuated sol-
diers who were wounded or ill. The book also discusses the organization
of charitable activities, local political life, and the spread of anti-German
attitudes among the population. Belova conducts her investigation in par-
ticular regarding the Kaluga province, but her interpretive approach is not
restricted to the local reality: in noting, still in 2011, the absence of a work
of general synthesis on the history of the First World War in Russia, the
author stated that it would have been difficult for such a work to be written
without relying “on a certain number of regional studies”, which supple-
ment the material in the central archives with that of the local archives!.

128. ALEKSANDR KURTSEV, Bezhency Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Voprosy istorii, 8, 1999, pp. 98-112;
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rubezhe XIX-XX vekov, Saint-Petersburg, Evropeiskii Dom, 2009, pp. 323-335; ALEKSANDR GU-
LIN, Bezhentsy na territorii Viadimirskoi, Kostromskoi i laroslavskoi gubernij v gody Pervoi mirovoi
voiny, in Vestnik KGU im. N.A. Nekrasova, n. 5, 2015, pp. 24-28; MaksiM OS’KIN, Neizvestnye
tragedii Pervoi mirovoi. Plennye. Dezertiry. Bezhentsy, Moscow, «Veche», 2001; OksANA Na-
GORNAIA, “Drugoi voennyi opyt”: rossiiskie voennoplennye Pervoi mirovoi voine v Germanii (1914-
1922), Moscow, Novyi khronograf, 2010; SVETLANA GURTANOVA, «Viatskii plen» germanskikh i
avstro-vengerskikh poddannykh (1914-16), in Voenno-istoriceskii Zurnal, n. 4,2011, pp. 17-23; Jury
BACHURIN, Vynuzhdennye pereselency iz zapadnykh okrain Rossiiskoi imperii v Moskve i Moskovskoi
gubernii (1914-1917 gg.), in Velikaia Voina. Sto let cit., pp. 170-190. Numerous essays have been
published by scholars who have worked on the theme of assistance to the refugees by carrying out
rescarch on the specific regional and local realities, on population groups defined on a national and/
or religious basis, and on the activities of the Local Citizen Committees and of institutions such
as the pan-Russian Union of the zemstva and of the municipal Duma. See for example: MARIIA
ZLATINA, Organizatsiia pomoshchi evreiskim bezhentsam v rossiiskoi imperii v pervye mesiatsy Pervoi
mirovoi voiny po materialam pressy (iiul-oktiaby’ 1914), in Izvestiia RGPU im. AL Gertsena, n.
118,2009, pp. 30-35; DMITRII NADSADNYT, Pomoshch’ bezhentsam v Petrograde vo vremia Pervoi
mirovoi voiny: deiatelnostgorodskogo samoupravleniia i Vserossiiskogo soiuza gorodov pomoshchi
bol'nym i ranenym voinam (1914-1917), in Izvestija RGPU im. A.I Gercena,n.162,2013, pp. 30-
38; KRISTINA BAZHENOVA, Deiatel nost vrganizatsii Vserossiiskogo zemskogo soiuza i Vserossiskogo
soinza gorodov Permskoi gubernii po okazaniiu pomoshchi bezhentsam v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny,
in Vestnik CelGu. Istoriia, n. 12,2011, pp. 21-27; KONSTANTIN STEPANOV, Rostovskii komitet
pomoshchi bezhentsam v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Voprosy istorii, n. 11,2015, pp. 56-75.
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At the end 0f 2014 Belova published an important new monograph, which
goes beyond the regional dimension and is devoted to forced migration in
Russia during the Great War, recounting the troubled destiny of refugees
and prisoners of war up to their return to their territories of origin'?'.

As a confirmation of the current historiographical relevance of these
thematic areas we can recall that the previously mentioned collective vol-
ume on The First World War as the prologue to the 20th century devotes the
entire section on Zhe human person in the war to The tragedy of the prisoners,
internees, and refugees'*. A useful historiographical overview is given in the
contribution by E. Nazemceva devoted to humanitarian problems'®. The
author, having emphasized the novelty of these approaches to the study of
the First World War in the Russian tradition, reviews the works devoted
to prisoners of war, to the functioning of the rear lines, and to the organ-
ization of supplies, and she highlights their place and significance within
the context of the line of study focused on local and regional history. She
also appropriately calls the reader’s attention to other areas of research
concerning the First World War, which are consolidated in the traditions
of countries such as France, the United States, Great Britain, and Italy, but
innovative for Russian historiography: the psychopathological analysis of

the impact of the war experience on the combatants'®, the application of

131. L. BELOVA, Vynuzhdennye migranty: bezhentsy i voennoplemennye Pervoi mirovoi voiny v Rossii.
1914-1925 gg., Moscow, Airo-XXI, 2014.
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log XX veka cit., pp. 269-314. Among the contributions, in addition to the one by Belova on the
phenomenon of refugees seen through the eyes of the protagonists, we can mention the contribu-
tion by V. Orekhovskii on the role played by the Red Cross in assisting the prisoners of war, and
by I. Fomichev on the organization of help to the refugees on the part of students and teachers (L
BELOVA, Bezhenstvo glazami bezhentsev, VADIM OREKHOVSKIL, Rossiiskoe Obshchestvo Krasnogo
Kresta i pomoshch’ voennoplennym v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny, IGOR FOMICHEY, Organizatsiia
pomoshchi bezhentsam — uchashchimsia, studentam i prepodavateliam v Rossii v gody Pervoi mirovoi
voiny, ivi, pp. 273-276,290-295, 305-307).

133. ELENA NAZEMCEVA, Gumanitarnye pmb[emy Pervoi mirovoi voiny v sovremennoi otechest-
vennoi istoriografii, in Velikaia voina. Sto let cit., pp. 136-157.

134. ALEKSANDR ASTASHOV, Voina kak kul'turnyi shok: analiz psikhopatologicheskogo sostoianiia
russkoi armii v Pervyiu mirovuiu voinu, in Voenno-istoricheskaia antropologiia. Ezhegodnik. Predmet,
zadachi, perspektivy razvitiia, Moscow, 2002, pp. 268-281; N1koLAI KoPYLOV, Social no-psikholog-
icheskii portret russkogo ofitserstva v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny, in Voenno-istoricheskaia antropologiia.
Ezhegodnik. 2003/2004. Novye nanchnye napravleniia, Moscow, 2005, pp. 127-140.
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the perspective of gender in works on the changing role of women in society
and the sexual revolution in the masculine behavior of farmer-soldiers!*.

A frontier of research of undoubted interest is the study of the tsarist
policy towards non-Russian nationalities in the peripheries of the em-
pire (okrainy). However, so far the historiographical production on the
management of these areas during the First World War has remained very
limited, and it is also for this reason that the work from 2004 by A. Bach-
turina remains valuable, on policy and administration in the territories on
the peripheries of the Russian Empire'*. The part that concerns Austrian
Galicia is a more concise version of an important earlier work from 2000,
devoted precisely to the imperial policy in occupied eastern Galicia, pub-
lished by Bachturina in the “first monograph” series'””. Interesting starting
points for studying the subject of the interplay between national questions
and imperial policy during the First World War can be found in the sixth
chapter of the stimulating book by Alexei Miller on the Empire of the
Romanovs and nationalism, entitled: “The legacy of the pan-Russian idea:
the memorandums of the Special Political Section of the Foreign Ministry
to the tsarist, provisional and Soviet governments”™'?,
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perspektivy razvitiia, Moscow, 2007, pp. 367-382.
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al’naia politika v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny (1914-1917 gg.), Moscow, Rosspen, 2004.

137. EAD., Politika Rossiiskoi Imperii v Vostochnoi Galitsii v gody Pervoi mirovoi voiny, Moscow,
Airo-XX, 2000.

138. Zaveshchanie obshcherusskoi idei: memorandumy osobogo politicheskogo otdela MID tsarskomu,
vremennomu i bol'shevistskomu pravitel’stvam, in ALEKSEI MILLER, Imperiia Romanovikh i nat-
sionalizm. Moscow, NLO, 2008, pp. 171-203.
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Fabio L. Grassi

On Turkish Historiography

A first and preliminary observation on Turkish historiography and
on the collective memory currently prevailing in Turkey is that the year of
the intervention of the Ottoman Empire in the Great War and the year
of the end of the conflict are zof commonly perceived as turning points in
Turkish history. Indeed, the participation in the war by the Turkish Empire
and Turkish people is felt as part of a longer process, leading to present-day
Turkey, which started in 1908, the year of the revolution of the “Young
Turks”, and ended in 1923, the year of the foundation of the Republic of
Turkey. (Alternatively, on the military side, it is the Italian invasion of Lybia
in 1911 and the victory of the Kemalist army over the Greek army in 1922
to be considered as milestones in Turkish history).

As for the First World War, Turkish scholars as well as Turkish
popular literature both show a very keen interest in two specific events,
which both occurred around 1915: the battle of Gallipoli and the
dramatic ethnic cleansing of the Armenians from Anatolia. Also in the
other countries involved in the Great War there is a literature focusing
on specific battles and specific episodes — e.g. in Italy the Battle of Ca-
poretto of 1918 -, but the extent to which Turks write about the two
above mentioned events compared with how little they write about
other events of the Great War - or on the Great War as a whole - is truly
remarkable. It may also be noticed that when writing about Caporetto,
Italian historians, novelists or journalists usually consider the battle
in relation with the events of the years 1915-1918; whereas in Turkey
whoever writes about either Gallipoli or the Armenian tragedy mainly
refers to events that either precede 1914 or follow 1918. In conclusion,
in Turkey the First World War is rarely observed as a whole and in its
own right: the approach is more specific, but at the same time also in
a wider perspective than in other countries.
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This preliminary observation is confirmed by a serious and important
work such as The Cambridge History of Turkey. In its fourth and last volume,
devoted to Turkish contemporary history, there is 7oz an individual chapter
on the First World War: Benjamin C. Fortna’s essay on the reign of the
last true Ottoman monarch, Abdiilhamid IT (1876-1909), is followed by
Siikrii Hanioglu’s essay on the second constitutional period (1908-1918)
and Hasan Kayalt’s on the Independence War (1919-1922)".

A second general observation is that in the official ideology - therefore
in the official historiography - which until fifteen years ago was dominant in
Turkey and has influenced significantly also popular culture, the historical
process which includes the Great War (the making of modern Turkey) is
presented and felt as a process with a very happy ending. For a Turk faithful
to the official narrative of the republic, all the terrible storms set off in 1908
led to the best possible outcome: the dismissal of a useless, rather harmful
empire; a clear-cut split between Turks and Arabs; the foundation of a
Turkish national State where Turks can feel safe, are the masters and can
show their capabilities. Thanks to such an approach, the 1918 defeat, far
from beinga catastrophe, is perceived as a necessary step on the road to the
final, happy and glorious outcome, a road over which shines the genius of
Mustafa Kemal (the future Kemal Atatiirk). The difference between this
representation and the depressed narrative spread among the other peoples
defeated in 1918, above all the Hungarians, is truly striking.

As a third general observation, if in the other countries once involved
in the Great War a more detached historiograhical narrative is prevailing,
i.e. a narrative mainly focused on the social, economical, and psyco-an-
thropological sides of the conflict, as well as on topics like the propaganda
techniques, the changes in the organization of the production, and the
role of women; for Turkish historians such an approach and such topics
are a luxury that they can rarely afford. To quote Giovambattista Vico, in
relation to some events of her history Turkey is still in the age of “stirred
and emotional feelings”, because these events touch directly upon the
self-consciousness of the nation. Consequently, Turkish historiography
has been - and largely still is - a militant historiography. It is not by mere

1. The Cambridge History of Turkey, vol. 4, RESAT KasaBa (ed.), Turkey in the Modern World,
Cambridge, C.U.P,, 2008.
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chance that politically committed intellectuals have had and still have a
greater role than academic or professional historians in Turkey?.

A fourth and last general observation is that many important works
were written by authors who either had long work experiences abroad or
permanently live and work abroad; therefore either all or part of the works
of these authors have been published only abroad or initially abroad, in
one of the main Western languages. Many of these authors — even though
not all of them — are historians who have criticized the official narrative.
The reason is obvious: until no long ago, topics like Mustafa Kemal or the
Kurdish question or the 1915 facts could be freely treated only abroad®. On
the other hand, works by foreign historians, when judged as favourable to
the Turks, have been largely adopted by the official historiography*. More
in general, on certain topics works by foreign historians, more than those
by their Turkish counterparts, have opened the road to scientific research
and been acknowledged as reference works’.

2. A Western-like historiography on the First World War is being written thanks to the younger
generation of historians: see for instance MEHMET BESIKGY, The Ottorman Mobilization of Manpow-
er in the First World War, Leiden, Brill, 2012, whose extended Turkish version is ID., Birinci Diinya
Savasinda Osmanly Seferberligi [ The Ottoman mobilitation in the First World War], Istanbul, 1§
Bankasi Kiltiir Yayinlari, 2015. All translations of titles and texts from Turkish are mine.

3. HamIT BOZARSLAN, Histoire de la Turquie Contemporaine, Paris, La Découverte, 2004, Ip.,
Histoire de la Turquie de Empire 4 nos jours, Paris, Tallandier, 2013; H. BOZARSLAN, VINCENT
DucLERT, RayMOND H. KEVORKYAN, Comprendre le Génocide des Arméniens, Paris, Tallandier,
2015; TANER AKGAM, Armenien und der Vilkermord: Die Istanbuler Prozesse und die Tiirkische
Nationalbewegung, Hamburg, Hamburger Edition, 1996; Ip., A Shameful Act: The Armenian Gen-
ocide and the Question of Turkish Responsibility, New York, Metropolitan Books, 2006; Ip., The
Young Turks Crime Against Humanity: The Armenian Genocide and Ethnic Cleansing in the Ottoman
Empire, Princeton, Princeton University Press, 2012; FIKRET ADANIR, Die Armenische Frage und
der Vilkermord an den Armeniern im Osmanischen Reich. Betroffenbeit im Reflex nationalistischer
Geschichtsschreibung,in HANNO LOEWY / BERHARD MOLTMANN (HG.), Erlebnis-Gedichtnis-Sinn.
Authentische und konstruierte Erinnerung, Frankfurt a. M. /New York, 1996.

4. JusTIN MCCARTRHY, Muslims and Minorities: The Population of Ottoman Anatolia and the
End of the Empire, New York, New York University Press, 1983; Ip., Death and Exile: The Ethnic
Cleansing of Ottoman Muslims, 1821-1922, Princeton, Darwin Press, 1996; Ip., Population History
of the Middle East and the Balkans, Istanbul, The Isis Press, 2002; Ip., The Armenian Rebellion ar
Van, Salt Lake City, University of Utah Press, 2006; Guenther Lewy, The Armenian Massacres in
Ottoman Turkey: A Disputed Genocide, Salt Lake City, University of Utah Press, 2005.

5.  EDWARD J. ERICKSON, Ordered to die: a History of the Ottoman Army in the First World War,
Santa Barbara, Greenwood Publishing Group, 2001; PHILIP H. STODDARD, 7he Ottoman Gov-
ernment and the Arabs, 1911 to 1918: A Studly of the Teskilat-1 Mahsusa, Princeton University, 1963
(unpublished PhD thesis, published in Turkish in 1993). Stoddard had tried to get the documents
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The battle of Gallipoli is not in itself the subject of great debates.
Historians and intellectuals who criticize the nationalist narrative may
not like the rhetoric flooding Turkey at every anniversary, and may con-
sider as exaggerated the role with which the nationalist narrative credits
Mustafa Kemal; however these historians and intellectuals do not feel
the need to deny, and do not have reason to deny, that the Turkish troops
showed admirable heroism and Mustafa Kemal showed courage, reso-
lution and skill.

As a matter of fact, for the large majority of Turks the Gallipoli battle
remains a subject of deep emotional involvement. As a proof one may con-
sider a book by the writer (not professional historian) Turgut Ozakman
(1930-2013), who in 2005 obtained howling success with a monumental
book on the 1919-1922 liberation war. In 2008 he doubled the success,
maybe on a slightly smaller scale, with a book carrying a highly meaningful
title: Risorgimento - Gallipoli 1915°. What was, for Ozakman and for the
many readers who loved his book, the Gallipoli battle? It was the moment
in which Turkish people rose again, found themselves and their leader

held by Cemal Kutay (1909-2006), an odd figure of nationalist historian-journalist (besides he
was of Kurdish origin, like a good many other Turkish nationalists). Holder of a large and precious
archive, Kutay had just published about Teskilat-1 Mahsusa (Special Organization) one among the
over 180 books he wrote: CEMAL KUTAY, Birinci Diinya Harbinde teskilat-i mahsusa ve Hayber de
Tiirk cengi [ The teskilat-i mahsusa in the First World War and Turks’battle in Khaibar], Istanbul,
Tarih Yayinlari, 1962 (on an episode of short resistance against overwhelming Arab forces in 1918).
The Teskilat-1 Mahsusa was a paramilitary corps charged with intelligence and dirty jobs. It is heavily
suspected to have committed the largest planned massacres of Armenians during the First World
War. The deliberate destruction of many documents in the days of the defeat has made the task of
the historians on this subject very difficult. Clearly single-sided are the memoirs of an ex-orderly of
Talit pasha, originally published periodically in a magazine in 1934: Arrr CEMIL, Birinci Diinya
Savasinda Teskilits Mabsusa [ The Teskilits Mabsusa in First World War], Istanbul, Arba Yayinlari,
1997; an analysis focused mainly on the post-war trials is provided by CEMIL KoCAK, “Ey Tirihgi
Belgen Kadar Konugs!” Belgesel Bir Teskilits Mabsusa Oykiisii [“Ehi, historian, talk sticking to the
documents you know!” A documentary history of Teskilits Mabsusa), in AANV., Imparatorlugun
Cokiis Doneminde Osmanls Ermenileri. Bilimsel Sorumluluk ve Demokrasi Sorunlar: [ The Ottoman
Armenians in the years of the fall of the empire. Scientific responsability and issues of democracy],
Istanbul, Istanbul Bilgi Universitesi Yayinlari, 2011, pp. 51-85; on a divulgative level SUKRU ALTIN,
Teskilat-1 Mabsusa, Istanbul, Hgi Kiltiir Sanat Yayinlari, 2014. In the transcription in Latin char-
acters of this Persian construct some authors prefer the form with, other authors the form without
hyphen. Similarly, some transcribe with 4, others simply with a.

6. TurGUT OZAKMAN, Dirilis - Qanakkale 1915, Istanbul, Bilgi Yayinevi, 2008. Dirilis is exactly
the term Turks use in reference to Italian Risorgimento. For the Turks the Gallipoli battle is the
Canakkale savag:.
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and saviour, rememebered their value and virtue, declared to the World
that Turkish people existed and were determined to continue existing. In
the light of such an approach, the Gallipoli battle towered, isolated from
the previous and following military events, as the spiritual prelude of the
liberation war, of the definitive rescue of the Turkish people and of the
birth of the republic’.

I must stress that this interpretation of Turklish history from 1908 to
1923 has been not only the interpretation elaborated and imposed by the
republican regime starting from its early years, but also an interpretation
on the whole accepted by left-wing (even extreme left-wing) circles. Indeed,
in Turkey the right-wing nationalism that a Westerner can easily imagine
even without direct knowledge is not the only brand of nationalism; a
strong left-wing nationalism used to exist and is still lively. A proof comes
from the works of two important Turkish intellectuals, Sevket Stireyya
Aydemir (1897-1976) and Dogan Avcioglu (1926-1983): works that have
influenced generations of progressive secularists and are still well-known.

Sevket Stireyya Aydemir was born in Edirne from Balkan refugees.
Turanist in his youth (just like most of the progressive and nationalist
intellectuals of his generation), he participated as a volunteer to the First
World War, then was “contact official” with the Soviet agents during the
independence war and eventually became a communist. Towards the end
of the 1920s he abandoned (maybe also betraying them) his comrades
and joined the Kemalist inteligentzija, contin