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Kapu6aeB bepeker BaxbIT:kaHOBHY — JIOKTOP UCTOPHUECKUX HayK, podeccop, akanemuk HAH PK, 3aBenyronmii kadenpoit
uctopun Kazaxcrana, Kazaxckuii HAllMOHANBHBIA YHUBEPCUTET UM. aib-DPapadu (Kazaxcran).
Koxamskaposa [lapus IlepHelmoBHAa — JIOKTOp HCTOpHYECKHX Hayk, npodeccop, akagemuk HAH PK, pexrop IOxHo-
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nccnenoannii (Kazaxcran).
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Kymeko bBoaar Emmyxam6eTroBM4 — JOKTOp WCTOpPUYECKHX Hayk, mpodeccop, akanemuk HAH PK, mupekrop

MeXayHapoAHOrO MHCTUTYTa KHIMYaKoBeAeHMs Ka3axckoro HalMOHAJIBHOIO YHHBEpcHTeTa MMeHH anb-Dapabu, mpodeccop
EBpasuiickoro HannoHanbHoro yuusepcurera umenu JI.H. I'ymunesa (Kasaxcran).

MartbikanoB Kem:kexan CuasiMkaHOBHY — JOKTOp (DMIIONIOTHYECKMX Hayk, mnpogeccop, wi.-kopp. HAH PK, nupexrop
WuctuTyTa nmuteparypsl 1 uckyccTBa uM. M. Ayazosa (Kazaxcrah).

Moppucon Anexcanap (Morrison Alexander) — PhD, npodeccop Oxchopckoro yansepcutera (BemkodpuTtanus).
MymunnoB Ammpoek KypO0aHoBHY — JOKTOp HCTOpHYECKMX HayK, npodeccop, cTapmidii Hay4YHBIH COTPYIHUK
HccneoBaTenbeKOro IIEHTpa MCIaMCKO# MCTopnH, MekycetBa n KymbTypsl. IRCICA — Islam Tarih, Sanat ve Kiiltiir Arastirma
Merkezi. (Typrumst).

Pumanrtac JKenBuc (Zelvys Rimantas) — [0KTOp Nemaroruueckux Hayk, npodeccop, BHIBHIOCCKHN TeJaroruuecKuit
yHuBepcuteT (JIutsa).
CamameB 3aiiHonna CamameBM4 — apxeojor, JOKTOP HCTOPUYECKMX Hayk, mpodeccop, wi.-kopp. I['epmanckoro

apXeoJIOTHYeCKOro nHeTuTyTa. MHCTUTYT apxeonorun uM. A. Maprynana KH MHBO PK (Ka3zaxcran).
CoinbikoB Epaan BarrameBu4 — JOKTOp HCTOpHYECKHX Hayk, mpodeccop, akamemuk HAH PK, pexrop Epasmiickoro
HanuoHanbHoro yHusepcurera uM. JI.H. I'ymunesa (Kazaxcran).
TaiimaramoetoB ’Kaken KoxkaxmMeToBHY — JOKTOp HCTOPUYECKHX Hayk, mpodeccop, akanemuk HAH PK, HaunonanbHbIi
myseii PK (Kazaxcran).
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u atHoNorun uM. U.Y. Banuxanosa. (Kazaxcran).
Ky6eer Pycrem J[IxkayJibi0aiiysibl — HayuyHbli CcOTpyJHUK MHCTUTyTa ucropuu u H3THoioruu um. Y.Y. Bamuxanosa
(Kazaxcran).

OTBETCTBEHHbBII1 CEKPETAPH
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Abstract. Introduction. Modernity is often seen as a concept that links up with societal progress
during the 18™ and 19" century. Many articles have been written on what modernity is and what is
imposes. However, in that process, authors have often claimed that besides positive effects, modernity
also had a lot of negative impacts. One of those being the occurrence of a so called “total war”. Goals
and objectives. This article aims to consider the relationship between Modernity and total war and
examine whether total war was the very worst that modernity produced? Results. The definitions of
both concepts are considered in detail and some time is devoted to the study of modern historiography
related to this subject. The current historiography that relates to this subject has been examined.
Moreover, within the framework of this essay, the concepts themselves are challenged within the
scope of periodization and how history evolves and is studied. Conclusions. In essence, on our
opinion Total War itself is hardly a stand-alone concept, and needs more proper historical, rather
than political, definitions. Even more, accepting the existence of a so called total war, does not
impose that total war is the worst aspects of modernity, as it does not take into account processes
such as genocide, colonization and Western hegemonic dominance throughout the recent history.
Keywords: Modernity, total war, history, international history, progress
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Annoramusi. Kipicne. Kazipri 3aman ke0inece XVIII sxone XIX racwipimapaarbl KOFaMJBIK JaMyFa
OalTaHBICTBI TYXKBIPBIMAAMa pETiHAE KapacTelpbuiafbl. Kaszipri 3amaH JereH He JKOHE OJ HeHi
MIHJICTTCHUTIHI Typajbl KONTETeH Makajajap jka3pUlraH. Amaiiga, Oyn mpormecte aBTopiap keOiHece OH
ocepuiepieH 0acka, Ka3ipri 3aMaHHbIH KOITereH XKaFrbIMChI3 acepiepl 6onraHbH Maimaei. Conapabiy Oipi
— «TOTaNBABI COFBIC» JIEM aTajaThlH YFBIMHBIH Maina 0onysl. Maxcammapol men mindemmepi. Maxkanana
Ka3ipri 3aMaH MEH TOTaJbIbl COFBIC apaChIHAAFBl KapbhIM-KAaTBIHACTHI KapacThIpy MIHIETI KOWBLIAIbI,
COHBIMEH KaTap TOTaJbJbl COFBIC Ka3ipri 3amMaH TyIbIpFaH €H Hamap >XaFbIMCBhI3 ocep Oonasl ma?
Homuowcenep. Exi YFRIMHBIH aHBIKTaMaJapbl erKeU-TerKeNHI KapacThIPBUIBIN, OChI TaKBIPHINKA KATHICTHI
Ka3ipri TapuxXHaMaHbl 3epTTeyre Hazap ayaapbuiael. COHBIMEH KaTap, OCBl 3cce IIeHOepiHie
TYKBIPBIMIaMANIAPIbIH ©37epl Ke3eH ey MICHOepiHAe JKOHE TapUXTHIH Kajlail JaMblll, 3epTTeIeTiHIIriHe
KyMoH Ounaipuiai. Kopsimuinosiiap. Herizingae, 613 TOTadbabl COFBICTBIH 031 XKeKe TYKbIpbIMaMa eMec Jel
caHalMbI3 JKOHE OFaH CasiCM €MeC, HEFYPJIbIM KOJIalJbl Tapuxu aHbIKTamasnap KaxkeT. CoHbIMEH Kartap,
TOTaJbAbl COFBIC JIEN aTaJlaThIH HOPCEHIH OOJybIH KaObUIAAy TOTaJbAbl COFBICTHI Ka3ipri 3aMaHHBIH €H
Halmap acrlekTuIepiHe MOKOYpIIeMe i, OWTKEH1 OJ1 TEHOIH I, OTapiiay JKOHE BaThICTBIH COHFBI TapHXTAaFbI
TeTeMOHHMSITBIK ycTemairi CHUSIKTBI MpoIecTepai €CKepMEMIi.
Ty#inai ce3mep: Kasipri 3amaH, TOTadbIbl COFBIC, TapwX, JAYHUSKY3UIK Tapux, IrepiTik
Hoiiexce3 ymin: ['uae Ban Kanmens I'., Tomac A. Kazipri 3aMaH %oHE TOTaJIb/bI COFBIC: TAOBICTHI AJIbSHC?
(ceiam tangay) // Edu.e-history.kz. 2023. T. 10. Ne 1. C. 16-25. (Ka3.)
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AnHoTanusi. Bgeodenue. COBpPEeMEHHOCTh YacTO pPAacCCMATPUBACTCS KaK KOHIEMIUSA, CBsS3aHHAs C
obmectBeHHbIM mporpeccom B XVIII u XIX Bekax. Hamucano MHOro crareii o TOM, 4TO Takoe
COBPEMEHHOCTh M 4YTO OHa HaBs3biBaeT. OJHAKO B 3TOM IMPOIECCE aBTOPHI YACTO 3asBIISLIN, YTO
MIOMHUMO TOJIOKUTEIBHBIX 3(PPEKTOB COBPEMEHHOCTh TaKKe MMeNla MHOTO HETaTHBHBIX MOCJEICTBUM.
OIHAM W3 HUX SBIISICTCS BO3HUKHOBCHHE TaK HA3bIBAGMOM «TOTAJIbHOM BOWHBI». [Jeru u 3adauu. B
9TOW CTaThe CTABUTCS 3aJadya PacCMOTPeTh OTHOIIeHHS MeXTy COBpPEMEHHOCTHIO M TOTAJIBHOM
BOMHOM, a Takke OyJIeT pacCMOTPEH BOMPOC O TOM, ObLIa JIM TOTAJbHAsi BOWHA CaMbIM XYAIIUM W3
TOr0, YTO MpPOU3BENIa COBPEMEHHOCTh? Pe3yromamsi. I1onpoOHO paccMOTPEHBI OIMpeneieHus] 000ux
TOHITHIA U yIEISETCS HEKOTOPOE BPEeMsI M3YUYCHHIO COBPEMEHHOW MCTOPUOTpa(UH, OTHOCSIICHCS K
sTOMy TpeameTy. bornee Toro, B paMkax 3TOro scce camMH KOHLEMIUU TOJBEPraioTcs COMHEHHIO B
paMKax NEpHOIU3AIMU W TOro, KaK HCTOpUSl Pa3BUBAETCS M U3ydaeTcs. Bwvigoowl. Ilo cyTu, Mbl
cuntaeM, uto TortanbHas BoiiHa cama no cebe Bps[ I ABIISETCS OT/EIbHON KOHIENIIHEeH U HYKIaeTCs
B OoJiee MOAXOMSIINX HCTOPUYECKUX, a HE IMOJMTUYCCKUX ONpeesieHusx. boiee Toro, mpuHsATHE
CYILIECTBOBaHMSI TaK HA3bIBAEMOW TOTaJIbHOW BOWHBI HE HAaBS3BIBAET TOTAJIBHYIO BOWHY XYALIUM
acreKTaM COBPEMEHHOCTH, MOCKOJIbKY HE NMPUHUMAET BO BHUMAaHUE TaKWe MPOLECCHI, KaK TE€HOIMI,
KOJIOHM3allUg U TEreéMOHUCTCKOE TOCIOJICTBO 3amaja Ha MPOTSHKEHUH BCeld HOBEWIIEH HCTOpUH.
Kurouesbie ciioBa: CoOBpeMEHHOCTh, TOTaJIbHASI BOWHA, UCTOPHSI, MEXIYHAPOAHAS UCTOPHSI, TPOTPecC
s umrupoBanusi: ['uae Ban Kannens I'., Tomac A. CoBpeMEHHOCTh U TOTajJbHAsl BOMHA: yAaYHBIN
anbsiac? (kpuruueckuii ananus) [Edu.e-history.kz. 2023. T. 10. Ne 1. C. 16-25. (Ka3.)

DOI: 10.51943/2710-3994 2023 33 1 16-25.

Introduction

The twentieth century can be seen as a century in which war was omnipresent (Holslag, 2019:
448-450). Yet, the twentieth century can also be seen as a century of technological, democratic, social,
and economic improvements (Stephans, 1989; Bille, 2001: 367-373; Hoffstetter, 2012: 330-332;
Prescott, 2002: 6-10). Within historiography one might describe these innovations using the concept
of modernity, which can be defined broadly as “The apex of societal development in those time
periods where industrialisation occurred” (McNutt, 2014: 123). These innovations are also often linked
with conflict and warfare (Kedward, 2007; Merriman, 2009: 742—788; McNutt, 2014). According to
Jonathan Holslag, the positive consequences of modernity, as a matter of fact, (in)directly lead
towards conflict, and more specifically total war (Holslag, 2019: 448-452). It can be argued that all the
Western innovations made within the twentieth century were a contributor to inevitable conflict,
because they provoked competition, a sentiment of moral superiority and tried to shift the balance of
power within the European continent (Holslag, 2019: 448-450). Moreover, McNutt argued that
modernism is inherently linked with Western development and innovations (McNutt, 2014). The
inequal distribution of technological innovations and those sentiments of moral superiority caused, to
some extent, both the First and Second World War (Kumari & Tiwari, 2022: 4-6; Schwabe, 2014:
876-881; Weisiger, 2013: 115-120).

The occurrence of both the First and Second World Wars can be framed as one of the darkest
hours of modernity. Yet, one could pose the question whether Total War was the very worst that
modernity produced? Moreover, to a lesser extent, this article will simultaneously ask the question
whether Was Total War principally a product of modernity? In essence, the answer to this second
question seems quite straightforward, yet it imposes a deeper understanding of both concepts.For
this reason, it is important to look at the period of time in which this question is posed. Chakrabarty
rightfully claimed that the concept of modernity has gone through major changes in the last four
decades, as the concept today is different from what it was forty years ago (Chakrabarty, 2011). This
requires the need to define both the concept of modernity and total war in general, as well as in
function of period and relevance over time. Finally, this article will discuss whether total war is the
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embodiment of all that went wrong within the historical concept of modernity. In other words, is total
war the only negative consequence that derives from modernity? This article will argue that in a
contemporary point of view, total war is not the only, and moreover, not the worst, embodiment of
modernity.

Materials and Methods

This article uses a critical literature review as its method, analyzing several primary and
secondary sources when dealing with the issue of modernity and total war. The main goal of this article
is to make a contribution in the debate around modernity and its consequences. In doing so, this
article will examine the question of whether Total War was the very worst that modernity produced.
Throughout the article, to a lesser extent, also the question of whether total war was a product of
modernity will be tackled. Before delving deeper into that discussion, it is interesting to define
and frame both concepts, this is not an easy task as within the discipline of (international) history,
the idea of what a concept is and its definition, in particular, is a never-ending discussion
(Dobson & Ziemann, 2020). This is because different points of view on certain concepts like modernity
and total war are prone to change over time (McNutt, 2014, Wei-Siang Hseih, 2014). This is
specifically interesting for this subject as Wei-Siang Hseih argues that “historians usually conflate
two different concepts — modern and total war — without adequately defining either, or fully
explaining why they are connected” (Wei-Siang Hseih, 2014: 396). So, in order to see why both
concepts are intertwined, it is necessary to adequately define both concepts. Through the scope of
history, the true meaning and understanding of a concept can change, moreover, the elements that are
or are not part of a concept, also give us understanding on how the historiography is interacting
with the nature of concepts. Therefore, alongside defining these concepts, it is essential to give a brief
overview of what the influence is of the changing nature of the discipline of history, in which
concepts such as social-, cultural-, and post-colonial history have an impact on the framing of
concepts in general (Dirlik, 2002: 17-21). In order to do so, the underlying paragraphs will focus
on elaborating both on the idea of a total war and how it is linked with Modernity.

Discussions

Total War. The idea of total war is inherently linked with politics. George Clemenceau in 1917
was one of the first to speak about a ‘total war’ (Saint Amour, 2014), as well as his Nazi counterparts
who spoke a lot on the outcome of total war in the Second World War (Saint Amour, 2014). Total war
can, thus, first be found in the field of political communication. Churchill’s famous Blood and Toil
speech, for example, can be seen as the embodiment of what total war means. It means to put in all
efforts to win the war. Churchill famously said the following: “I have nothing to offer but blood, toil,
tears and sweat. We have before us an ordeal of the most grievous kind” (Churchill, 1940). In essence,
total war can also be seen as a war in which all resources possible are used to win the war effort.
However, that frankly means nothing. As Saint Amour rightfully argues, this standard definition does
not grasp the specificities of war, it does not grasp the details and it surely, in my understanding, does
not deal with the fact that total war can be viewed through many disciplines and ideologies.
(Saint Amour, 2014) This definition of using all resources possible, does not take into account that
all resources can both be material or people, that all resources are within the framework of
an economic dispute on what can and cannot serve in a war effort. It does not take into account, as
Strachan for example argues, the purely military aspirations of what a total war effort would mean.
Does that mean using all the legally granted methods? Does that meaning also using nuclear
weapons? Or does it, in a broader sense, also mean that besides military matters, also civilians are
used? From historiography it is clear that total war derives from a more political point of view
According to Chickering, the First World War is the first clear example of a total war. Yet, as
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Mieskovski argues, the discussion should not be about romanticising the idea of a total war, it should
be about how it occurred that both World Wars were the result of a new level of destruction and
suffer (Mieskovski, 2009: 211-212). A contrario, when looking at Strachan’s writings, his focus is laid
on the military elements that are at stake in analysing total war. He also alludes on the fact that
historians, political scientists, and academics should not be persuaded by the idea of over-analysing
merely military elements  (Strachan, 2000).

In line with those findings, this article defines total war as a concept in which new levels
of destruction are used during warfare and agrees that a total war is a war that engages a whole
society. Yet, | argue that the concept of total war, as such, is still open for discussion. When analysing
it historically, the idea of total war derives from politicians and International Relations Theory
(IRT) more than it does from history. Therefore, in contemporary history, we can argue that the
concept of total war is a-historic and remains to be a discontinuous continuity, in which the discipline
of International History struggles to make this a historic concept (Revel, 2004: 2). However, in
answering our question, total war is seen as a moment of warfare in which new and more destructive
methods are used, and where the whole population is somewhat involved in the process of the
warfare. This definition gives the opportunity to establish a clear image that total war should be about
(some sort) of military conflict, and not, as some argue, about, for example, the total war against
COVID-19 (Griffin, 2021). Yet, to conclude, the idea of a total war as such is a difficult concept to
grasp within the framework of historiography, while many attempts have indeed been made to define
this concept, this article argues that total war as a stand alone concept, does not enjoy enough in
depth substance and academic agreement to be delt with. However, it can be said that throughout the
20" century many politicians did use the idea of a total war, and therefore it remains interesting to
examine the relation between those idea’s of total war and their link with modernity. Because, in
essence, a devastating war, can easily be linked with the idea of modernity and modernization. But
what is modernity?

Modernity. As stated in the introduction, modernity in essence can be defined as “the apex of
societal development in those time periods where industrialisation occurred” (McNutt, 2014: 123).
The element of societal development assumes the fact that modernity is inherently linked with an
era of progress. Moreover, according to Brauner, the phenomenon of modernity and related concepts
like globalisation, nation-state and democracy also have an influence on how the discipline of
history is pictured today (Brauner, 2018: 397-401). So, it is not only necessary to define modernity,
but it is also inevitable to look at modernity as a dominating factor in which the discipline of
history occurs and evolves. Peter Wagner argues that Modernity has always been linked with
progress (Wagner, 2016: 28). Within the literature, this statement finds support from authors such as
Kedward, Merriman, and Martinelli as they agree with the fact that modernity can be seen as an era
of progress and societal development (Kedward, 2007; Merriman, 2009: 742-788; Martinelli, 2005:
6-11). Examples of that progress can be found in many aspects of society, namely economic
transformations, technological evolutions, but also social and democratic evolutions played an
important part in what we now call modernity (Martinelli, 2005: 6-11). According to Merriman,
modernity in some way finds its roots in the first Industrial Revolution (Merriman, 2009).

Yet, when delving deeper on the matter, it becomes clear that modernity can be framed in
grosso modo two ways. First, one could view modernity as a period in which progress was perceived
and valued. Or, secondly, one could also state that modernity was a period in which, measurably,
more progress occurred, this point of view is supported by Mouzakatis as he states that “the
development of the idea of progress in modernity was shaped to a certain extent by the combination
of medieval eschatology and the emergence of expectations made possible by a host of
unprecedented changes in science and political, economic and social institutions “(Mouzakatis, 2017:
2-3). Yet, in the 18th century, when the theoretical ideas around modernity, started to occur, it
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became clear that classical social theorists started to use development and modernity as synonyms,
they viewed modernity as development and vice versa. They, thus, supported the first claim, that during
the era of the industrial revolution, European modernity was embraced, supported, and linked towards
ideas of progress (Lushaba, 2009: 10-12). Within this article, the idea of modernity is framed as the
former. It is clear that Modernity occurred in a period in which a lot of development took place, those
developments had several implications and were present both in the economic, democratic, social and
cultural field. So, it is reasonable that during that period, many scholars tended to follow the idea that
modernity was inherently linked with the idea of development. Yet, when looked at from a modern
perspective, it becomes clear that modernity occurred the way it did, because a lot of things developed
in a relatively short period during and little before the industrial revolution. However, this statement
deserves some nuance, as for some authors such as Martinelli and Jones & Knights, on the other hand,
the roots for modernity are to be found in a period prior to the industrial revolution. They refer to the
Renaissance and the Enlightenment as important factors in what we now call modernity (Martinelli,
2005: 6-7; Jones & Knights, 2018: 337-347).

A conviction these authors share is that modernity is often framed — both by media and
academics — as an inherently Eurocentric concept (Merriman, 2009; Martinelli, 2005). Moreover,
Pomeranz, for example, stated that European countries denied other countries the claim for freedom
and self-determination (Pomeranz, 2008: 33). More specifically, with the development of modernity in
the nineteenth and twentieth century, a two-folded evolution is alluded to, in which “the political-
cultural revolution in its French and American versions and the economic-social revolution in its
double aspect of the systematic introduction of industry”, as well as “the development of the world
market” can be found (Martinelli, 2005: 9). Both the social revolution, as well as the economic
revolution, thus, have had an enormous impact on the development of the concept of modernity.

The idea, however, that modernity itself was one of the root causes for conflict is relatively
new. When examining the concept of modernity in a historical perspective it is obvious that until the
1970s, it was not uncommon to support the Eurocentric perspective, and see modernity as a normal
consequence of European dominance (Dietze, 2008: 69; Anievas & Nisancioglu, 2015: 246-247). Over
this period of fifty years, the discipline of history evolved into a discipline in which elements such as
cultural history (Dirlik, 2002: 17), social-history and especially post-colonial history (Chakrabarty,
2011) does have an influence on how we picture the concept of modernity. We cannot extricate
modernity from the historical frames of analysis through which we understand it, meaning that if we
want to accept the basic premises of historical investigation, we have to accept modernity's conception
of progress, making the analysis a fait accompli. Or, as Carr states it “, it would be impossible to
imagine how we could think about history at all if we are not allowed to make (a) generalized
abstraction. It is just those kinds of generalizations that makes it feasible to think of history in any
systematic way and to come to a certain ’understanding’ “(Carr, 1961). However, as stated with the
idea modernity, although we accept the fact of progress, there is never a ‘single cause’ that defined and
determined the concept, there are always many causes and interactions that make us understand history
(Carr, 1961). Yet, we need to make a selection of those causes, and frame them in a logical and
reasonable manner. In line with Carr his argumentation, it was also relevant to give a definition of total
war and elaborate subsequently on the matter, as wars are inherently part of this discussion of
generalisation and abstractions. Besides that, as seen in the introduction, Modernity is also often linked
towards conflict, and moreover to the happening of (total) war (Mitter, 2008: 192; Wei-Siang Hseih,
2011: 404). In what follows, both concepts will be identified in relation with each other, in order to
answer this article’s question.
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Results

As discussed above, the idea of total war as such is problematic. Yet, to tackle this article’s
question, a working definition of the concept is established. As stated earlier, modernity is inherently
linked towards conflict and is seen as one of the root causes for war (Kedward, 2007; Chakrabarty,
2011), as well as the difficulties within the democratisation process in Europe (Martinelli, 2005: 14).

The perception of what modernity is, has already changed over time. To understand those
changes, it is important to consider the idea of periodisation. Prost once described periodisation as a
method “to substitute to time’s elusive continuity, [which is] a meaningful structure” (Prost, 1996:
115). This meaningful structure, according to Gilbert, does not live in any sort of isolation, but must be
plural (Gilbert, 2014: 9-11). According to Guillaume, the idea of plurality refers to the fact that a
period of history should not only look at how it evolved itself, but also on how it reacted and had
influence on other periods over time (Guillaume, 2021: 563-564). However, this displays the fact that a
period is a construct that is subjective and is often, in case of centuries, rather practical. This somehow
makes the use of periodisation heuristic (Phillips, 2002: 363-365; Guillaume, 2021: 568).
If periodisation is indeed a construct, and it thus can change over time, one needs to ask the question
how we should engage with those, what Revel called, discontinuous continuities? (Revel, 2004: 2).
This question is fundamental when studying International History, since the core of the study tries to
examine the relations between nations, regions, and concepts over time. Therefore, according to
Guillaume, the concept of modernity remains ahistorical when dealing with the issue of periodisation.
So, when engaging with concepts like modernity and total war, one should be aware that in this
discipline it is rather difficult to properly periodise and, therefore, conceptualise concepts that are still
ongoing. This all plays a significant role in the period of examining modernity, as our perspective on
what is both good and bad about the concept of modernity is prone to change over time.

To some extent, one could link this towards the idea of cultural hegemony and how we look at
the world in a certain period, as well as what the dominant paradigm is, in which we examine the
world (Gramsci, 2019: 42-58). In the case of modernity and total war, one could argue that prior to the
historical movements in the 1970s, total war was indeed seen as the worst consequence of modernity.
This is, to some extent, a legitimate claim to make, as total war is a devastating consequence of
modernity. This has been argued widely within literature, in which authors more or less state that
modernity made space for the innovations that were used in war, but also created an atmosphere of
competition between countries and cultures in which they wanted to gain the most economic, political
and even cultural benefits of modernity (Towers, 2011: 255-260; Verbeeck, 2020: 61; Simoens, 2016:
10-26; Keyward, 2007; Holslag, 2019; Kumari & Tiwari, 2022: 4-6; Schwabe, 2014: 876-881;
Weisiger, 2013: 115-120).

Considering the latter, it can be argued that total war, is one of the cruelest elements deriving
from the concept of modernity. There is, however, the need for nuance. Many academics show that
the occurrence of war, and especially wars in the twentieth century, do not have one root cause. Many
factors play a role in why war occurs. Modernity is seen as one of them. The idea that modernity
plays a role in race towards war, is linked again with the fundamental definition that modernity is
linked with progress, and progress also possibly creates new cleavages in society, but also an unequal
distribution of wealth (internal and external). However, there is no perfect correlation between
modernity and the occurrence of war as other factors like personality cults, uncertainty, and economic
disparity also have a significant role in creating war (Blattman, 2022: 32-49; Simoens, 2016: 15-21).
While this article is not dealing with those other causes, it is obvious that modernity is not the only
factor that explains why the world went to war two times. For this reason, one needs to be aware that
while total war is indeed a result of modernity, modernity will never be the only root-cause for the
existence and development of total war.

As mentioned above, the framing of concepts and the idea of history are prone to change over
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time. In accordance with that, this essay argues that from a modern perspective, total war is not the
worst consequence of modernity. Moreover, this piece sees at least two equally wrongful consequences
of modernity, namely the concept of colonisation, and the ongoing existence of eurocentrism. When
talking about colonisation, it is argued that the concept of colonisation partly originates from the
concept of modernity, as aiming towards economic and cultural expansion, as well as the idea of
superiority are directly linked with the technological, democratic, and societal evolutions that
modernity encompasses (Gillen & Gosh, 2007: 104-105; Thomas & Curless, 2017: 4-9; Anievas &
Nisancioglu, 2015: 261-270; Betts, 2012: 34-37; Barthémély, 2010: 17; Patel, 2021: 381). Moreover,
when taking a closer look at what happened within several colonies, a lot of conflict and loss of life
occurred. In the case of Congo, many Belgian historians even considered what was happening as a
genocide (Witte et al., 2016, Deneckere et al., 2020; Vantemsche et al., 2020; Witte & Heynen, 2007;
Van Reybrouck, 2021). This essay argues that genocide, racial discrimination, and slavery are also
indirectly bound with modernity, considering the idea of moral superiority. There is, however, some
disagreement within the literature whether the concept of genocide is part of a ‘total war’ or whether
genocide is a stand-alone concept that occurs without the presence of a total war (Forsters, 2007). This
essay follows the latter, and thus considers genocide as an indirect consequence of modernity, as one
could argue that genocide also is a direct consequence from modernity. Moreover, within the narrow
definition of the concept of Total War, the occurrence of a genocide is not seen as an act of total war,
yet the Western hegemony and dominance in the 19th and 20" century have also caused several
genocides, both in the colonial framework as in the scope of World War Il. So, to conclude, it is clear
that cruelty and modernity go hand in hand, just as progress and modernity are linked. However, one
cannot argue that Total War is the worst of what modernity produced, as the concept of a total war is to
narrow to tackle all the specific characteristics that surrounded the political and military deeds that
have occurred in the 19" and 20™ century.

Besides Total War being too narrow all the cruel deeds that followed out of Modernity, another,
more contemporary, effect occurred out of the progress and modernity. Within the many
historiographical works this point is alluded on, yet not always made had. However, it is clear that
modernity also contributed towards the idea that we tend to view the world from a Western and
Eurocentric point of view. In essence, this statement has little to do with the existence of a total war
and is thus a bit sensitive for a categoric error. However, this article had the purpose to examine
whether Total War was the worst that Modernity produced; besides a direct analyses that is done
above. It is also interesting to look at more subtle forms of influence and effect of Modernity.
Therefore, the Eurocentric idea that Modernity imposed on our thinking and handling, is also
problemised. To some extent, this can even be linked towards Total War, as one could ask whether it
was that notion of Eurocentrism that drove us to colonise the world, and made us want to dominate our
own region? However, this question cannot directly be answerd without deeper analyes, and as such,
this article does not try to make that assessment. What is does try to do, is polemizing that within the
European continent we frame our reality, and often forget to look at conflicts, cultural elements and
societal developments from a European modernity point of view. For this reason, one could argue that
the worst aspect of modernity is the idea that eurocentrism, and legitimating our problematic past, still
influences our current perspective of thinking (McNutt, 2014; Chakrabarty, 2011; Phillips, 2018;
Dietze, 2008). Yet, as Hobson argues, while we do indeed feel guilt for our racist behaviour that is
linked with modernity, the idea of institutional — Eurocentric — modernity is still relevant today and still
tends to be an important perspective in Western academia (Hobson, 2014). This argument is also
followed by Dietze as he explains that in contemporary history European authors can still ignore the
works from  non-European writers without being viewed provincial (Dietze, 2008: 71; Chakrabarty,
2011). Although this perspective has already changed over time, the Eurocentric paradigm remains
omnipresent (Chakrabarty, 2011).

==
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Conclusion

This article has examined whether the occurrence of total war To do so so, this essay has
defined modernity, per McNutt (2014), as “the apex of societal development in those time periods
where industrialisation occurred” in which both positive and negative elements derive from such
societal developments. One of those negative elements is the occurrence of total war. While this article
argues that the concept of total war is problematic, as it finds its roots more in politics than it does in
historiography, it does show that modernity has led towards armed conflict. Although armed conflict
is of course a very negative consequence of modernity, one needs to consider that the discipline of
history is continuously evolving. Those evolutions make it somehow difficult to tackle ongoing
concepts like modernity and total war, because the way we picture them is prone to change over the
course of time.

Therefore, when looking from a contemporary perspective, total war is not the only negative
consequence that derives from the concept of modernity. The negative embodiment of modernity
imposes both total war and the colonisation process as direct embodiments of the worst result of
modernity, as well as the Eurocentric vision, which is still ongoing in more popular discourses and
even within academic fields. These are still the most influential, and inherently problematic,
consequences of the concept of modernity. Although steps in the right direction have been taken, and
historical schools such as the post-Colonial one has raised the issue multiple times, this problem
remains at the centre of the discipline of contemporary International History.
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Kazakcran PecriyOimkace! Friibim sxoHe xKoFapbl 011iM MUHUCTPIIIr FpulbIM KOMHTETI
LI.II. YenuxanoB ateigaars! Tapux xoHe aTHOMOTUS HHCTUTYTHI LIDKK PMK

Peoaxyus men bacnanviy mexen-sicaiivl:
050010, Kazakcran Pecriyonmukacel, AnMarsl K., [lleBuenko kemr., 28-yi
KP FXXBM FK HI.111. Yonuxanos ateiaaars! Tapux sxeHe sTHon0rus HHCTUTYTH LIDKK PMK
Ten.: +7 (727) 261-67-19, +7 (727) 272-47-59

E-mail: edu.history@bk.ru.
Kypmnan caiiter: https://edu.e-history.kz

LLII. Yonuxaunos ar. TxOU GacelaraH:
050010 Kazakcran Pecniyoukacel, AnMartsl K., IlleBueHko keiir., 28-yi
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