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Korga wMuposasd BOMHaAa Hayvanacshb, C OB
or om no aHanor mnu C eBponeunt XIX By B
XA4afa M3 CTOPOH p-ABCOUNTEIBRAMBAO PIAA KB K b
7 NONNTMUYECKMUNE npumoamdpaAE@H BsbLA N T pumH
HK p,e TTH®IC K O Tb KY B Cpee LIAGORLE A R M €Y oM e N
beagHBo BEOisyk@ae OPpaHBHMNKM @68 HE8O&OIbHO
Nbi pas3pyweHMe BOCTOUYHOEBPONEeMmCKIMUX
Ckopee HepaapgaoecMmaTpuseanhm COXpaHe
C¥BpeaHr epckoi m pgaxe OcMaHCKOMW MMM E
XAYHapoOAHOT O NOpPHEWRE QLUK nB1  ncpyonurpaaHi ¢ K
nepaTtop 6 bl N« TWYIDBTBIKN AORMLOVBE A N P a B e
O TEMEB « N C T O PCUOYMEECPKHHANEKMOABY ala MU MNepaTopoa
MCKOW wumMnepunun, a noTomMXIXBY C GAQKH/BX1 OK O
paHT MU 6e3onacHOCTM bpaHyuysam o06e
TeHunan BCeX TpPpex «UWCTOpUYEeCKNUX €Ol
egcTaBNAaAaNnNcd fanekKko He umcyepnaHHGbBM.
Cpepgwn Aepxas AHTaHT b camMoim MNoc
OPOHKHWMEMEaM Ha «BOWHY A0 NobGeagHOro KGO
Humanwu, 4ToO He CMOT YT BEPHYTHSDb ANt
3ynbtTatTe nobepagb Hapg TTepmaHunein. opni
P BblMMU oT 3aTArmnBaHmsg BOWHB CT@aapg:e

nepuun. Pycckasa peBonwuus egBa He O

yTparTa rtaBHOT O CONm®DRARMEAaAa NPa@eOo Wi HHeKHe

MWUPOBOI BOWUHE. He pagoBanwm dpaHUuy3oO0



ABcBpaHrpumiw u Typuwuio, X OJTEAX avnmmMn  KC TBppaaH)

Koanumuunu.

Orcopa Agunemma, nepepjg KOTOpPOW BCT.
cpa3y nocne ee OKOHYaAHMWSA: He ObIN1O Ha
npuHecnn 6Gb Ha anTtapb nNob6eA b, HO He

UTOCBOUMU NEMEMMONMBHO WNW HEBONbHO cofje

Tpajwul VOOCHHKDEB ONMeMCcCKOoOro nopsagka W 6e30Il
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The war and revolution in the East of Europe: the dilemmas of French
diplomacy (19141920)

When the World War started the contemporaries perceived it as something
similar to the European wars of the second half of the XIXth century. The
belligerents certainly expected to get some territorial, financial or political benefits
from it. But their plans were very vague because they understood that everything
would depend in the first place on the scale of victory. And in no case, France and
its allies did endeavor to destroy the East European empires.

Quite on the contrary, the French considered the maintaining of the Russian,
Austro-Hungarian and even Ottoman empires as a condition of future stability of
the international order. The Turkish sultan and Austrian emperor had been for a
long-t i me I mportant pil 1l ar of France’ s
“hi st or +inoitfally the Holy Ranan emperors, later the kings of Prussia.
Since the end of the XIXth century, it was the Russian empire that began to offer to
the French likewise guarantees of security. And it was evident that all the three
“historic allies?” of F r stilhcapeble io mender ih e E
valuable service.

It was France that was probably most eager among the Entente powers to
wage the World War “to the bitter en
victory over Germany could render them back the provinces of Alsace and Lorrain.
However, they were quite aware that the Eastern European empires were the first
to suffer from the war going on and on. The French narrowly escaped the disaster
of military defeat due to the Russian revolution which had left them without the
mo s t valuable ally on the continent.
occurred to Austria-Hungary and Turkey at the end of the war although these

countries had belonged to the enemy coalition.



Hence the dilemma that the French were facing during the war and
immediately after it: there was nothing they would hesitate to sacrifice on the altar
of the wvictory, but t hey midig tontribitetto n o

the destruction of the traditional basis of the European order and security.



