(S |
A8 UNIVERSITA
(eafe) el all o) _

e ¥ 54l <IZ)  DEGLI STUDI
LU b PapOVA
Ok ADOV:

Universita degli Studi di Padova

Padua Research Archive - Institutional Repository

Respectable Citizens: Civic Militias, Local Patriotism, and Social Order in Late Habsburg Austria
(18901920)

Original Citation:

Availability:
This version is available at: 11577/3338369 since: 2020-05-04T13:26:06Z

Publisher:

Published version:
DOI: 10.1017/S0067237820000156

Terms of use:
Open Access

This article is made available under terms and conditions applicable to Open Access Guidelines, as described at
http://www.unipd.it/download/file/fid/55401 (Italian only)

(Article begins on next page)



Respectable Citizens: Civic Militias, Local Patisod, and Social Order in Late Habsburg
Austria (18901920)

CLAIRE MORELON

It is notonly in the regional capitals, but also in all grevincial towns and even the
market towns of small significance that we findrgishooting corps3chitzencorps
Their size varies, as does their organization.... Jéweeral duty of every citizen to
uphold public order, peace and safety in the alesehthe military made the burgher
corps necessary in times past, and justifies ttweitinued existence today.... It
cannot be denied that the burgher corps of ourdtistieve ever more to fulfil their
purpose and endeavor to train earnestly for th@mohable activity. This is why we
have seen an increasing flourishing of the exidbugyher corps, and a re-creation of

those that had died otit.

THIS INTRODUCTIONtO the rules of conduct of a small-town Bohemiaicamilitia presents
uniformed armed guards as thriving institutionglabsburg Austria at the end of the
nineteenth century. It suggests, however, that thgortance was not based on their military
defensive capacity, but on their role in maintagnipeace and order.”

Civic guards in parade uniforms, which still exrssome Czech and Austrian towns,
all trace their origins back to the Middle Agedloe early modern period. Despite their own
insistence on tradition and their deep historiocaks, they remained very active institutions in
the modern age and were still developing all oviste@hania at the turn of the twentieth
century. This particular growth in a long periodpgiace might seem paradoxical, but this
article argues that, despite having been dismiasétblklore associations” living a “shadow

existence” after 1848these associations played an important role inoelyihg conceptions



of (local and imperial) patriotism, citizenship,desocial order in small and medium-sized
towns up to the eve of World War |, and even beydmtusing only on their military
efficiency obscures their social function as basgtiof bourgeois values. In an age of military
conscription (introduced in 1868 in Austria-Hungartie militias were indeed considered
obsolete as defense units and were integratedhatmilitary reserve. They shared many
traits with the veterans’ associations studied ayrence Cole in their role as bearers of state
patriotism and popular militaristhTheir significance might, however, lie elsewhehe key
role they played at the local level can provideghts into what being a “good citizen” meant
at the beginning of the twentieth centdiip an age of increasing democratization and
participation in politics, particularly around thattles to extend suffrage, the reactivation of
former modes of civic participation was never siyngbout the maintenance as such of
tradition® Suffrage reforms at the turn of the century, whialminated with the introduction
of universal male suffrage for parliamentary el@asiin 1907, enlarged the voting base at the
imperial level and, to a lesser extent, at thellmeel ° Debates about the widening of the
electorate encountered resistance from those wheeoged of citizenship as linked to
property ownership. From their role in the 1848atation to World War |, the civic militias
participated in this defense of an exclusive l@i@enship.

This article, through its central focus on the indilage prewar years, aims to link the
various forms of civilians in arms in Habsburg GahEurope, from the National Guards of
1848 to the posiVorld War | paramilitary groups. The scholarshipilwagular troops after
1918 tends to view them as a product of the waditioms, analyzing the violence they
perpetrated and their political radicalization. RalGerwarth’s analysis emphasizes, for
instance, the mobilizing power of military defeatacounterrevolutiod.In this article, |
trace the concept of armed citizenry back to time tof the monarchy to examine the

ideological foundations of prewar civic militiasdathe role they played at the local level.



The notion of civilians taking up arms to defend tomeland had been an important feature
of various associations before 1914, from shoatinfs to gymnastics associations. The
militias examined here conceived themselves asdriswof social order fulfilling a civic
duty in a context of growing social upheaval. Tlo&ian of order underpinned much of their
discourse: it reflected both the simple fact of maining law and order and protecting
private property, but also a belief, particularypiortant in the Austro-Hungarian context, in
a strict hierarchical division of society that neddo be defended. The rise of Social
Democracy constituted a direct threat to this stguo. Civic militias embodied a manly
bourgeois defense of the town, which guaranteddlisyeand immutability. The groups that
emerged after 1918 to maintain order were shapeihyimmediate concerns for order in
times of uncertainty, but also by prewar models.

The article begins with an overview of militiastire monarchy, their role in
promoting shooting among the population, and thréis with state patriotism. The second
section focuses on the militias as an expressidioofgeois respectability, reflecting fears of
the internal enemy during this period. The thirdtm examines their rituals, and how the
order and visual spectacle of celebrations mirr@adal hierarchies in the urban space.

Finally, the last section pursues the analysistinéoperiod of World War | and its aftermath.

Shooting and Patriotism
Civic militias were not a product of the nineteenémtury, but drew on older traditions of
urban defense systems. Their legal status untild\Xiar | was defined by an imperial patent
from 1851, which dissolved the National Guard lolgétated some forms of civic militias
(theBiirgercorp$ allowing them to collectively bear arfisiowever, the turn of the century
militias differed widely in size, makeup, and eveame across the monarchy. The largest

comprised almost 350 men (in Prague), but in smedigns they sometimes numbered not



more than a few dozen. Sometimes caBédgerkorps(burgher or civic corps) or
Schitzenkorpghooting corps), elsewhere they were naBdjergarde(civic guard) or
Scharfschiitzenkorgsharpshooting corps), not to mention the Czeciatians,strelecky
sbor, me&ransky sbgrandsbor ostrostelci. For convenience, | will use the term “burgher
corps” to refer to those formations enjoying thgalestatus oBurger- und Schiutzenkorps
setting them apart from regular shooting clubsyla&gd by the 1867 law of association),
which also proliferated after the turn of the centu

Their origins lay in the home defense of the mealiend early modern towns of
Central Europe, which mobilized the inhabitant& gfiven province to defend their region in
times of war. With the establishment of a standimgy, however, they gradually lost their
relevance as military defense formations and bedaaoneasingly subordinate to the regular
army. In many cases, the Napoleonic wars constitie last period of military engagement
against enemy troops. The second half of the nemg¢ttecentury marked the army’s increased
professionalization, moving it further away frone thnilitia model. The reform of 1868
established universal military conscription asriethod for recruiting civilians into a
centralized army.From 1886 onward, the burgher corps were corplgriéble for service
in the military reservel@andsturn).'° The newLandsturmlaw of 1907 brought in stricter
regulations for the reserve service, and a mooigs enforcement of the requirement for
regular shooting practice. The corps in Waidhofemer Thaya, for example, encountered
some difficulties with this as they had to buildew shooting range for their trainin.

Before the war, 215 such militias existed in thes#ian half of the monarchy, but
they were very unevenly spread geographically. Moaa half of them were located in
Bohemia (132). The crownland with the second highaember of corps (37) was Upper
Austria, while other crownlands counted less th@anThere were no corps in Galicia, and

only one in Bukovina (in Czernowitz/Ceiuti/Chernitsvi). They comprised a total of fifteen



thousand men (two-thirds in BohemidHowever, this geographical imbalance does not
reflect the reality of the militias and shootinglds in Habsburg Austria. These civic militias
should be envisioned in the broader context ofialviarmed formations across Cisleithania,
as some territories were subject to specific prous For example, Tyrol's local defense
system, thé&tandschutzerbenefited from a separate legal status from thigher corps, but
show many similarities with theri.The TyrolearSchiitzeis specificity had its roots in the
organizations of regional territorial defense goragk to at least the sixteenth century. But,
as Laurence Cole has shown, the decades leaditogthe outbreak of World War | saw a
massive expansion in the number of shooting raagdshooters, so that by 1913 around
65,500 men were practicing on a regular basis il In Galicia, traditional civic guards
were organized into shooting associations, su¢chea¥-owler’s brotherhoodBractwo
Kurkowg or theTowarzystwo Strzeleckiand shared many characteristics (deep historical
legacy, uniforms, shooting) with the burgher comgthout enjoying the same legal status. In
Lemberg/Lwéw/L'viv, a locaBurgercorpshad existed up to 1848, and thewarzystwo
Strzeleckiéhad been its successor, taking over its shooéinge and its role in local
celebrations, while also reviving older traditididhe situation was similar in Dalmatia,
where a decree from the Defense Ministry in 19]jdirad the Dalmatian governor to create
burgher corps in the region of Ragusa/Dubrovnilcdayferring this status on existing
shooting associations, which would thus acquireileges, such as authorization to parade in
arms® Indeed, all over Habsburg Austria several shoagisgpciations sometimes acted as
burgher corps without having requested the forrrsls. TheBokejlska mornaricgBoka
Navy) in Cattaro/Kotor (Dalmatia), for example diteonally paraded in arms at Catholic
festivals without any official status. The locallaarities tolerated the practice because of its
“purely patriotic” character marked by “love of themeland and devotion to the supreme

ruler.” In 1899, thenornaricapetitioned the emperor for conferment of the adfiamperial



title of “privileged” and the gift of a new flalj.In Galicia, the municipalities of Pilzno and
Brzostek similarly asked to upgrade their existitogvn guards” to the status of a corps in
accordance with the 1851 patéhShooting associations from Upper Austria to Siegso
made regular efforts to acquire the status of umiéa corps in the last years before the
war*® The number of officially registered militias, teéore, provides at best only an
estimate of the armed corporations active in Gisdaiia.

By the turn of the century, the burgher corps statherently implied an active effort
to foster Austrian state patriotism. As per thellBbBperial decree, these civic militias had
become corporations whose existence was specaiitisned by the emperor, and were
allowed to use state symbols, such as the impeagle, on their flags and decorations.
Through their presence at patriotic celebratidms |dcal militias became bearers of imperial
loyalty.2° This patriotic dimension was given particular e@mgib when a statewide union of
burgher corps was formed in 1910. The initiativer®ate an umbrella structure had come,
not from above, but from several of the corps, vehdaslegations had met in Prague three
years earlief: One of the union’s main goals, according to theraped statutes, was “to
foster and exercise a dynastic-patriotic feelinggagits members and to disseminate it
among the populatiorf? Individual corps also underlined this aspect. TB&9 statutes of
the corps in Brandys nad Labem/Brandeis an der, Edb&xample, proclaimed the corps’
main goal to be “to ensure and cultivate affecaod love for the hereditary ruling dynasty,
and to arouse and cultivate a patriotic attitudac spirit and concern for the patriotic
defense of the country®Many of the statutes reformed after 1907 used#mee language
and described the corps’ goal as being to “fostgeneral and at all times love and loyalty to
the Emperor and the fatherland, respectabilityJip@pirit, and, in particular, an appreciation
of the legal order and peaceful communal Ifféli this respect, the civic militias fulfilled

locally very similar roles to the veterans’ asstoias?



While the militias everywhere saw themselved fwrsd foremost as bulwarks of
dynastic loyalty, their links to the growing nataist movements differed according to the
region. The case of civic militias tends to blue #trict divisions between nationalist
associations, on the one hand, and supranatiotradtpaassociations, on the other. The
small-town context meant that men could be memdiessveral associations simultaneously.
Nationality, of course, does not feature anywherehe official statutes or in the militias’
membership restrictions. Moreover, the numerousizapeaking corps in Bohemia attest to
the militias not being an exclusively “German” iistion.”° However, in Northern Bohemia
in particular, militias sometimes espoused Gernationalism. For example, in 1913 the
Schitzenkorps Briux/Most asked for permission to attend a gystigaTurnverein
competition in Leipzig with their sabers, indica@fia potential overlap in the membership of
the two associatiorS.In 1902, the Defense Ministry rejected a firseatpt to form a union
of GermanSchutzenkorpBom Northern Bohemia because “the underlyingarei
separation [was] not outweighed by the strong ermiphan the state” patriotisfi.Czech-
speaking militias also defended their national engidls. The magazine “Czech Guardsman”
explained that “although it has to this day beemetk by many enemies of the corps, we
have convinced our general public of the nationaikwof the Czech corp$? The mix of
imperial, national, and local allegiances can lBnse the corps’ flags, which sometimes
displayed national as well as imperial symbols. ¢tips in Fibram, for example, was
falsely accused in the German nationalist presswing switched the colors of its flag from
black and gold (imperial colors) to red and whitzé¢ch colors) when the flag had, in fact,
been red and white since 1860 and carried the ialpsitials, the Czech lion, a crown, and
the town’s coat of arm¥.In the Czech national context, competition witl thore recent
Sokol gymnastics movement created tensions. Fanpbea in Trebai/Wittingau the

“youthful” Sokol was the only town association notattend the 1894 corps jubilee



celebrations! Yet, even the Sokols had some features in comnitmtie militias: they
sometimes marched during patriotic celebratiorfaliruniform, and, above all, they
integrated shooting in their activities; from tH#90s onward several Sokols had shooting
sections and on their own initiative organizedrirag in army shooting ranges from 1912 to
1914% Patriotic associations could have national traits| national associations could
pursue patriotic goals, which should not be a ssegn a world where empire and nation
were not binary opposites, as Pieter Judson hastigargued>

The growth of Polish shooting associations in Galbefore the war also illustrates
the complex intermingling of imperial and natiogakls. Several paramilitary organizations
were created after 1908: tHavigzek StrzeleckiheStrzelecthePolskie Druyny Strzeleckie
the Druzyny Podhalanskieand the peasant squads of Eirezyny Bartoszowd* (The
Ukrainians created th®icovi Strilciin the same period.) Estimates of the numbers of
members range from 8,500 to 11,000 by the outboéalar > The rise of Polish paramilitary
units is often presented as part of Polish natiifding efforts against the Russian Empire
and Ukrainian nationalism at horffeHowever, the strong emphasis on Polish nationailism
these formations, and their role in the subsequantshould not obscure the fact that before
1914 they were also part of an Austrian policy asrilie empire to prepare civilians more
effectively in the use of weapons, and were theesiittegrated to an extent into an Austrian
patriotic project. The Austrian government encoerdathe formation of civic guards in
Galician towns to defend public order and the bordgions, and suggested giving them the
same legal status as the burgher corps, altholghpdarticular conditions in Galicia would
call for the creation of a specific status for nesrporations> In discussions about
preparing Galicia for war through the creation dglitary formations, the old pre-1848

Birgercorpsin Lemberg/Lwéw/L'viv was sometimes still put foand as a modéf The



debates about Polish units were part of a wideretd (re)activate civic militias in the last
decade before the war.

Heightened international tensions in the immeduaésvar years provide the first
explanation for the growth of civic militias anchet shooting formations. In the years
leading up to World War |, the Ministry of Defenséroduced measures to encourage the
practice of shooting among the population. Civititras became one of the institutions that
were supposed to participate in promoting shoadsg skill. State support ranged from
financial assistance in building shooting rangeseas to garrison shooting training grounds,
the lending of weapons, and the supply of munitfSr@ivic militias and shooting clubs were
also lent or allowed to purchase older army rifléth which to train’® After 1908, initiatives
to train the youth and form youth guardsgendwehrenfor boys aged between fourteen and
twenty in every district provided the militias widmother opportunity to take part in military
preparations for a future conflict. The succesthisf measure can be gauged from the number
of shooting clubs, which went from 260 in 1912 #94n 1913, and the number of secondary
school students taking part in shooting practicéeyouth guards, fifteen thousand in
1913* The militias’ involvement in youth training wasesvmore clearly formalized in
April 1914, when all the burgher corps had to @esathools of young sharpshooters
(Jungschiitzenschulgto teach adolescents how to manipulate a we&pbhe generic
statutes of the youth guards included the requinétiaat young people be prepared for the
military with “military exercises, instruction itné manipulation of weapons and in shooting
with army weapons.” The goal was to form “statézeits strong in body, spiritually and
morally healthy, enlightened, practical, and I0{&lKnowing how to shoot was hence
deemed an essential component not only of milpaeparation but also of good citizenship.

Regular practice was perceived as a patriotic duty.
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By focusing only on their military significance witould be easy to simply view these
militias as remnants from another era that fouhich#ed new function around 1910 in
actively promoting shooting among the populationeirf trajectory would then appear to be a
transformation from local military units to armyxaliary forces playing a minor role in the
general militarization of Habsburg society prioMttmrld War 124 As the Ministry of Defense
commented concerning the creation of a statewidtanun 1909, “in those days [1851], the
spine of theBirger- und Schiutzenkorpgas still the municipality, today it is the stalte.
those days, they had more or less the charactetafn troop, a civic militiagurgermili2,
today they are corporations liable for reserveiserwhose full availability for all reserve
duties without distinction of type or location eghlly ensured® However, this practical
conception linked to military efficiency reflectéae army’s own concerns. It did not
necessarily correspond to the militias’ self-petmep and it misses a large part of their
relevance at the local level: their social function

Regular shooting practice was not only about baiggod Habsburg citizen
preparing for the next war, it was also about beairtgpurgeois man. In that sense, it stood in
continuity with the practices of civic militias si@ early modern times. Their relevance as
fighting units, even in earlier periods, has loegi questioned. However, early modern
historians have recently shown that their poortami record should not detract from the real
significance of their roles in policing and as &itimal and civic force®® It seems the military
angle is not the only appropriate lens through witecexamine civic militias. At the turn of
the twentieth century, in a context of growing denatization, bourgeois men connected
preparation for combat against an external enentlyet@truggles against internal enemies.

Shooting was promoted not only as a means to defendomeland but also to protect the

social order and defend private property, as erpthin a pamphlet from 1894:
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In our current times, another enemy of the hardkimgy, peaceful bourgeoisie lurks
in waiting for the potential wartime confusion dalpical circumstances: international
socialism and anarchism, reaching their hands wsvidre property of the industrious
bourgeois.... When state forces will need to dirketrtweapons against an external
enemy, must we not make ourselves ready to stapkafitom the inner enemy ... and
to quell the attempts at upheaval with an armedi®drhe propertied bourgeoisie has
every reason not to fold their arms, but insteatlaim themselves in time to handle
weapons. The shooting clubs, as offshoots of tie miilitias, should also keep in

view this potential self-defengé.

This plea for self-defense signals the bourgedisseof civic militias, which will be explored

in the next section.

Bourgeois Belonging
The civic militias were exclusive institutions wigosiembers represented the town’s
bourgeois classes. The privileges of bearing amdsagearing a uniform (which the men
often had to purchase themselves) were limitedsimall group of local men, and hence
became a potent sign of bourgeois respectabitityndny towns, admission into the burgher
corps was explicitly granted only to the town’szgns Burger). The statutes of the
Schutzenkorps Falkenau/Sokolov (Bohemia), for example, menttwat members should
be “respectableBurger (or their sons) or “respectable” tradesmen domcih Falkenau,
provided that citizens always formed two-thirdghe corps'® In Volkabriick, only
landowners, house owners, or independent tradekpeop their sons could become
members of the militi&? In DomaZlice/Taus, aside from local citizens, Ichérvants and

artists could also gain entry, but the memberbadl to be “respectable, independent,
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wealthy, and physically fit to servé™In practice, the corps’ assembly often decided on
membership, and they probably had local knowledgehom belonged to the local
bourgeoisie. As historian Ewald Hiebl has pointatio the case of Hallein, the local civic
guard was an institution endowed with bourgeoistoye, which united different strata of the
middle classes. Craftsmen and tradespeople, thedfahe traditional bourgeoisie,
dominated in the corps, rather than employeeseaxhers who dominated in national
associations! Honorific titles in the corps were given to localblemen or industrialists
while the rank and file of the corps was compodddwer-middle-class men. The militia’s
role in upholding bourgeois values was sometimedenexplicit, as in Sankt Veit (Carinthia)
where the statutes list the “cultivation of boungedecorum \{\Vohlstandigke)jt among the
corps’ goals? Membership in the militia was an integral parbofirgeois class identity, as
opposed to the aristocracy and the rising workiagses>

The bourgeois nature of the militias reflected bmttlass ethos and a local conception
of citizenship. Membership in the urban citizenrgsioften restricted in Habsburg Austria
until 1918, even after universal suffrage was itticed for parliamentary elections in 1907.
Citizenship at the municipal level was consideredadter of property administration and
centered on private ownership. To be able to \mte,either had to pay a certain level of tax
or be considered a member of the “intelligentsmfests, civil servants, university
graduates). The proportion of voters among the ®waopulation varied widely across
Cisleithania according to the region and the sfzb® municipality. In some cases, women,
as holders of property, were allowed to vote albgiproxy. Everywhere, however, local
suffrage remained unequal as the votes of the ieattcitizens were given more weight
through a system of separate voting bodféghe franchise was also especially restricted in
larger provincial cities and business centers, wiere more likely to have a historical

burgher corps.
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This nonegalitarian conception of citizenship cdased property as the basis of
belonging and was anchored in the locality, akefliouses and walls were represented. The
town dwellers voting had to have a “material origpal community of interest with the
municipality.”® This nineteenth-century local citizenship base@xtiusivity shows the
legacy of early modern forms of municipal goverrartis worth remembering that urban
citizenship had been the norm in Europe for ceagjand that participation in local militias
and watch duties were an important part of its ireguents’® Although the modern
revolutions recast the link between the arming ehrand citizenship, this did not mean a
general acceptance of the French revolutionary imafdle conscript “citizen in arms.”

The Austrian army elite remained opposed to thidehand to universal suffrage despite the
use of conscription up until World WarPiAnd even in France, the institution of the Nationa
Guard revealed all the ambivalence of the “newzeit-soldier model, which had by no
means eliminated the social exclusivity principlearlier militias. Its inception saw
bourgeois citizens defending property against dsgrin the following decades, it
supposedly represented the people in arms, betireh bourgeois recruitment, thereby
highlighting the tensions inherent in liberaliShiThe national guards created in towns all
across imperial Austria in 1848 also reflected #nthivalence: they claimed to embody “the
people,” but in practice only propertied men wesasidered trustworthy enough to be armed
citizens® In 1848, the burgher corps, as preexisting intstitis, in some towns merged with
the local national guards, and in others tried &ntain their separatene¥swWhether the
different units merged or not, their duties inclddemilar tasks such as patrolling and
maintaining order during revolutionary upheavalSkeyr, for example, the burgher corps ran
into tensions with the National Guard as they sotglattract new recruits, and its members

positioned themselves as the original citizensimsadefending the public go8fiLocal
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municipal contexts varied, but the 1848 “armindhedf people” reveals the blurred boundary
between urban forms of armed militias and the netimhary national guards.

By the end of the nineteenth century, this exclisi@onception of citizenship was put
into sharper relief by the rise of the working skes and demands for greater political
participation. Most towns experienced a wideninghef electorate on the municipal level as
new classes pushed for their inclusion and thedemisie often tried to hold on to its power.
Austrian liberalism continued to use the rhetoficmiversal citizenship while increasingly
upholding the social status quo. The reconfiguratibAustrian politics intensified the union
of different factions against the inclusion of tbeer classes into the political process. As
the boundaries of inclusion in the local citizebourgeoisie kept being redefined, the forces
dominating local municipal politics were committedthe defense of property and to
upholding social hierarchi€s The burgher corps, embodying the bourgeoisierimsar
symbolized protection of thBlrgeragainst workers at a time when a growing political
participation could strengthen the Social Demociaebates about the enlargement of the
franchise also had a spatial resonance, as botiuthlee space and the public sphere were
threatened with invasion by the lower clasSes.

The deployment of civic militias during workers’rdenstrations emphasized the
connection between the two dimensions: threatsibliporder were also experienced as
threats to the social order. In Steyr, for examible,burgher corps was called upon by the
mayor during workers’ unrest in 188%In Trautenau/Trutnov, in preparation for the first
May Day celebrations in 1890, militia men patrolted town, ready to intervene to curb
workers’ “excesses” as the day “had been for aewtiéiscribed as very criticdi” The first
May Day celebrations in the early 1890s had indeealised considerable alarm among the
ruling classes” and in Vienna the authorities hedh special precautions to avoid riits.

The burgher corps’ statutes required them to hemtain “peace and orderR(he und
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Ordnung klid a poadeR when instructed by the local authorities (distafficers), and this
notion of peace and order was central to the mdlitself-perceptiofi’ The turn of the
century further cemented the link between publdeorthe absence of trouble in city streets
(Ruhd, and preservation of the social order, the wayesp was organizet. The
mobilization for universal suffrage in 1905, whiséw hundreds of thousands of workers
march in Austrian cities, further heightened booigéears that the traditional structures of
power might be underminéd The power and efficiency of this mass mobilizaticas
threatening for a whole section of Austrian sogietlgether or not they supported the
suffrage reform. What frightened them were the na@ssonstrations, the accompanying
violence, and the spread of strike movements, dsaw¢he potential for general unrest that
they revealed. Theandsturmreform of 1907 raised debates about the use dfasito
provide “military assistance” in case of unresteThilitary newspapeDanzers-Armee
Zeitung welcomed the measure, “which should provoke tigenof state enemy elements
and the real joy of every patriot.” The measure M@lso clear militias of “elements of
doubtful attitude” and provide them with a base tetiwas] not fruitful terrain for Social-
Democrats and other state enemy rabflé&tom the 1890s onward, fears of the internal
enemy—workers and Social Democrats—echoed fedtedadxternal enemy. The speech
given by the corps leader in Sankt Joachimthaljtaok (Bohemia) for the militia’s jubilee
in 1910 outlined the mission of bourgeois armeizeits: “If it had to come, by God'’s will,
that an enemy, wherever he might be from, theiorter the exterior, would disturb the
peace and quiet of the country, attack the rightsreonor of our Emperor, ti&chitzenkorps
would not waste an instant in responding to thik e&apons in hand’®

The debate around the creation of the Vienna aiittia in 1905 offers an example
of bourgeois fears and the promotion of civiliamad defense. Interestingly, Vienna had not

had a burgher corps comparable to those of thanmaV cities since the dissolution of the
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National Guard after 1848. The only institutiortlok kind was th®eutschmeister-
Schitzenkorpxreated in 1897, which included both veteranhebDeutschmeisteregiment
and Viennes®iirger.”* The creation of theVienerBiirger-Scharfschiitzenkorjps 1905 was
framed as a self-defense tool for the bourgeoidie. militia participated in Christian social
mayor Karl Lueger’s broader strategy in upholding $ocial ordef> He envisioned the

corps as an active force, and invited the younges ®f citizens to participate: “They should
not entertain themselves, but instead, in the mesisive moment when the standard forces
abandon the population, make order independentlyis very necessary, as the
revolutionary current runs ever more rampdftri the context of violent gangBlétten)
threatening public safety in Vienna, the civic traliwas also conceived as a means for the
bourgeoisie to defend private propeftyears around private safety generated by the adids
these gangs were widespread at the time, espearaliyng pub owners. A memorandum sent
from a union representing more than eight hundne#leepers detailed the violent acts of the
youth gangs destroying pub property, and attac&imgers and guests with knives, and the
insufficient intervention by an overwhelmed polfoece. They condemned the sentencing of
an innkeeper who had fired a revolver to defendskifand called attention to the lack of
protection they suffered frofi.A year later, a newspaper article reported thateadership

of theScharf-Schitzenkorpstended to intervene against attacks byRladtenfor the safety
of passers-by and shofsin 1907, the Social Democrat Party newspa@gveiter Zeitung
mocked the several-hundred-men-strong unit, doghiair fighting spirit in view of the
bellies of these “landlord$® Lueger thus (re)created a traditional institutiomefend
Christian Social ideals around the rights of propewners and respect for public order. The
heightened social conflicts and demonstrationdefyears 190% had raised fears among

their opponents, which gave new meaning to oldtirtains like the burgher corps.
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On the flip side of this anxious discourse, otHasses called into question bourgeois
men’s ability to defend themselves and the religbaf militias as a fighting force. The
bourgeois ethos of the burgher corps could alsgelpdly mocked for its lack of martial spirit.
The Czech burgher corps’ newspaper reflects theseurities over the militia’s function in
upholding bourgeois order, while being mocked Fmirt uselessned8 An article on the
Prague burgher corps commented that they “mos{ty] laa their ultimate object the
‘storming’ of a brewery or another place of ententaent; the well-meaning will not hold

against them the brave ‘bourgeois’ nature of thihpvior].®*

Reporting on municipal
council debates on the subsidy paid to the burgbers,the local Social Democrat
newspaper in Graz made fun of the formation’s ssgless: “If the enemy really should
come face to face with oltrgercorps they would at most run the risk of dying of
laughter.®® Popular representations of small-town militia®atsflected perceptions of the
corps as more concerned with meaningless bourdeomum, beautiful uniforms, and beer
glasse$®

Yet, the militias’ predominantly social characteeant they played an important role
in urban communities in the nineteenth century. Basgs on the support of other members,
civic pride in local identity, and the defense ofjperty and social hierarchies constituted
means to engage with the processes of modernizdtienend of the nineteenth century saw
the publication of several historical accountshaf local corps, which documented their past
deed<® The writers often attempted to trace the corpigiios as far back as possible and
presented them as part of a (partially inventeatjition of local prestige and honor. Even
without archival records, the corps in Braunau/Bnou could claim to be “one of the oldest
in Bohemia” that had consistently been charactdrizeits “civic spirit” Burgersinr. The

continuity with a glorious past was here used &®hto navigate the present, a reassuring

confirmation of the endurance of the corps’ valddee historic past lives on in [the
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Schitzenkorgsand as long as the Braun8ahitzenkorps our materialistic times does not
lose its direction towards its ideal goals, it weidintinue to exist and to prospéf.The
militias were part of the reconfiguration of a sew$ place, anchoring new modesBifrger
and local self-understandingfsThe painted shooting panels often depicted hisabscenes
or contained representations of the corps as anurbmmunity’® One of the shooting
panels of the burgher corps in Duchcov/Dux, fomegke, represented the corps under a huge
hat and was entitled “civic crownB(irgerkrong.*®®

Moreover, the construction or reconstruction ofathny ranges and shooting
clubhouses all over Austria at the time attesthéarole militias played in bourgeois urban
topographies. Shooting as a sport, but also asnanemity pastime, formed part of the
structuring of bourgeois urban identity. The shagtassociation’s park in Cracow is a good
illustration of the link between bourgeois urbawvelepment initiatives and marksmanship.
Built in the 1830s by the locdlowarzystwo strzeleckig had a shooting pavilion, and was a
place to practice shooting, but also to take wdikse refreshments, or go for entertainment.
In short, it became an urban park for socializatgimilar to those that sprang up in the rest
of Europe in the nineteenth centdfyThe shooting association in Tarnéw built a simiark
a few decades later. Th&elecky ostrofarchers’ or shooters’ island) park in the midofle
Prague had expanded its functions since the Midldes, and was widely used for strolling
or for other types of gatherings, but it also remedithe local burgher corps’ shooting ground
until 1913. Formally owned by the Prague municiyathe corps nonetheless enjoyed
privileged access to it for shooting practié&he Shooters’ island ileské
Budkjovice/Budweis, created at the end of the nineteeantury by the local corps, also
comprised a shooting range and a beer garden.dliesrtowns, such as Mahrisch
Schonberg/Sumperk, the shooters’ clubhouse was tifeecenter of cultural and social I¥e.

They hosted balls, political meetings, entertainthend often a restaurant. The grandeur of
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some of the shooting clubhouses built at the téithecentury (in Tetschen&din in 1904,
e.g., or in Jagerndorf/Krnov in 1908) demonstrétes relative importance among the
town’s public buildings. The burgher corps in Chad built the gigantic neo-gothic “Grand
Hotel Schitzenhaus” in 1901, which housed a theateotel, a ballroom, and the
clubhous€? The militias’ presence in the spaces of cities @mehs was not limited to a
specific building or park; it was also on evidemwieging their regular uniformed and armed

parades through the streets for special occasions.

Embodying the Social Order
Newspaper mentions of the civic militias in thisipd frequently refer to their participation
in patriotic or church celebrations. The first dlisged in many burgher corps’ statutes, was
to “enhance patriotic festivities with parade ma=H” In full uniform and bearing their
weapons, the corps attended state holiday ceresy@ueh as the emperor’s birthday, but
also Catholic celebrations that either fulfilledienportant patriotic role for the monarchy,
such as Corpus Christi, or carried a special Sigante for the region (e.g., festivals of local
patron saints). The link between the burgher carusthe Corpus Christi processions was,
however, so entrenched that in some regions theg vadledPrangerschitzefin reference
to Prangtag another name for this holida$)The regular celebrations fixed in the imperial
calendar in the Franz Joseph era symbolized thdistag value of monarchic rituaf¥. The
pomp displayed in the Vienna Corpus Christi parads mirrored, albeit on a smaller scale,
in provincial towns, where uniformed army unitststofficials, ecclesiastical dignitaries,
and local associations all took part in the processhe order of precedence visually
expressed the hierarchies within urban commuritietence, official processions were
instances in which the town staged an ordered septation of its social structut®As such,

placements and seating arrangements at Mass wetested among notabl&¥.The civic
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militias were supposed to contribute to the psyobichl effects of these ceremonies,
increase the impression of stability, and countdiesars and uncertainties through a sense of
immutable yearly rhythms.

The salvoes they fired on these festive occasieesido have been especially
important in the sensory experience of local celebns, along with the sound of church
bells!®* In St. Johann (near Salzburg), for example, thedes were fired for the emperor’s
birthday: one for the emperor, one for the membétke imperial household, and one for the
district officer!® While firing a gun in celebration was not a spieaify Austrian custom,
the fact that the corps was one of the only ciwmiliastitutions allowed to do so conferred
great prestige on it. Around the same time, thaatites in Bosnia were forbidding private
gunshots during celebratioff¥.In Dalmatia and Silesia, attempts were also madedulate
the common practice of spontaneous shooting orcbhwlidays as it sometimes led to
accidents®* The sound of the salvoes all fired at precisetyshme moment was part of the
performance. A newspaper report on a celebratid¢taiiein mentions that thBirgergarde
“at the main points during the church service, thed the usual discharges with
precision.*® During the flag dedication ceremony in Eger/Chabsixty Bohemian corps
present gave a discharge, although some were mocessful than others in firing at exactly
the same time. The Luditz/Zlutice chronicle notealirs could not have gone better, because
it arrived as the public cried loudly ‘better, @ettuditz,” which we were not little proud
of.”*% Every corps also possessed its own band, whigfeglenilitary marches to
accompany the street parades. Several pieces cethpspecially for local militias attest to
the part music played in the corps’ livV@3.

The display of colors in flags and parade unifoets® enhanced the visual appeal of
these celebrationd® The uniform was a symbol of bourgeois prestigedeni@om expensive

material, with distinctive colored sashes and md}pas well as of virile manhood. The cut
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of nineteenth-century military uniforms facilitatad erect posture by constricting
movements and forcing the wearer to stand upffjt8tanding tall was a sign of social
distinction and the way bourgeois men carried tledves outwardly considered as a means
of differentiation from the working class&$.The militias’ parades displayed a procession of
upright citizens, in every sense of the term. Umifs, which proliferated during this period,
also imposed a visual order in cities marking dadentity and bearers of authority. The
militias’ garments were hence not only meaningéultheir individual wearer. A public
subscription was, for example, raised in Molln (Eppustria) to replace the civic guard’s
uniforms as “the people enjoy seeing the civic duat* In recalling the prewar civic corps
in Waidhofen, a local particularly mentioned th&tiiking appearance: “were they not
beautiful, the carnival balls, the celebrationghi@ town park in which the burgher corps
always participated?*?> A newspaper report on the burgher corps paratierior of the
emperor’s jubilee in 1908 in Prague, which wasratéel by burgher corps from all across
Bohemia, highlighted the visual appeal of the sc€Rlee Old Town Square has a
tremendously festive and arresting aspect. Flagsfiin state and regional colors from the
numerous flag poles of the town hall and also fymate houses.... Along the ends of the
square, rank upon rank of people in festive di@saddition, the colorful pomp of the
uniforms, the blue cloudless sky, the rays of golsienshine. An indescribably beautiful
picture.”3 The mobilization of sensory pleasure invited pasgiarticipation on the part of
spectators, which united the city around the carpde entrenching social distinctions
through its very ordered choreogragh.

Civic militias also celebrated their own jubileewddlag dedications with large
festivities taking place over several days, whictualized the link between the militia and
the town’s population. In Hallein, the flag dedioatin 1907 became the occasion to

celebrate “a renewed bond between the individudbgd the patriotic bourgeoisie.... Civic
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celebrationsBurgerfestgin the truest sense of the word™The festivities also glorified
bourgeois values of work and progress, and the '®ilaminations on the eve of the parade
included portraits of the founder of the local #letty network and his wife. The chronicle
of Grottau/Hradek nad Nisou insisted on the linkngen the town community and these
celebrations: “The shooters’ ancestral games, grigrs, and competitions helped glamorize
the town’s celebrations.... And so it came about thatown’s inhabitants felt at one with
their shooting brothers, and made their celebrattbeir own.*'® For the celebration of the
burgher corps’ 150-year jubilee in Olomouc/OImithe extremely lavish display of flags,
which flapped from most buildings in the city wastament to the participation of all circles
of the population in celebrating the burgher c8dThis representation of the whole city
standing in unison with the corps was certainhalged, but these festivities did take over
the urban spaces in smaller towns. The chronictee.894 jubilee in the town of
Tiebai/Wittingau (Bohemia), for example, recounts theesalvdays of celebration in great
detail, from the welcoming of burgher corps frorhetcities at the train station by the corps’
band to the final banquet. The sumptuous decoratitime city’s streets for the day of the
main parade was meticulously described: the prikateses of the different members of the
corps on the main town square (in itself a sigthefr position in the city) vied for the most
elaborate display with flags and drapes in Czedbrspimperial colors, and the colors of the
Schwarzenberg family. Other decorations includedlkirees, pine branches, wreaths,
flowers, masts, and banners with messages of weaorpatriotic slogans. “There was no
house on the square that was not distinguishetsbmeat decoration.” The final
acknowledgments in the chronicle highlighted therdmichy of participation in the ceremony:
first came the noble protector, then the distrtiter, the visiting militias, the other

associations who took part in the procession, araly “the whole TFebai citizenry, which
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took part in our festival with such devotion anstéathrough the decoration of their
houses.**®

The role of women in the celebrations highlights giendered dynamics at the heart
of militia rituals. Women were barred from regutaembership, which confirmed the
militias’ role as an embodiment of bourgeois masiiyl The practice of shooting, of course,
already reinforced male camaraderie among the mmemk&™® During celebrations, however,
prominent women in the community were chosen agdtadmothers. In
Engelsberg/Anéiska Hora (Silesia), the entire civic guard camedrenade the “lady” on the
eve of the flag dedicatioff’ Young women also played a role in the ceremotieasch/AS,
girls (Festjungfrauehwearing sashes in the imperial and city colorsnied up in front of the
church, and six of them carried the flag to be ciid"** These highly scripted forms of
female participation served to confirm the cormdérin representing a form of respectable,
chivalric masculinity. As Gabriella Hauch has shawthe case of the 1848 guards, the flag
symbolized male protection of the town’s women Hrelceremony reaffirmed both
traditional gender role¥?

Festivities were certainly an important part of toeps’ lives, as recorded in their
chronicles. The very detailed accounts of theiivagts in the chronicle of the corps in
Carlsbad mostly describe social functions: attendam state or church occasions, shooting
contests, and a large number of funet&l$n the smaller towns, in particular, civic milisia
often acted as de facto burial associations, thatajnteed members a respectful bourgeois
burial with all the associated pomp (in this cdke,presence of the corps in uniform and
salvoes). The Domazlice/Taus statutes stipulatedniembers were obliged to attend the
funerals of other members. In Steyr, for exampdeps members had the benefit of a third-
class hearse for their funerafé.In Cheb/Eger, the burgher corps had its own burial

associatiort?® The appeal of a decent, free funeral would haes la@ important enticement
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to join one of the local corgd® Imperial authorities even worried that the prowisof a free
funeral stipulated in the statutes of the Prachi®rtaichatice corps threatened to divert it from
its main purposé&?’ Appropriate funerals were not an incidental p&the militias’ mission,
but instead, in identifying their members as belogdo the respectable community of a
town, reflected their role in perpetuating a sooraer that would be completely turned

upside down after 1914.

Wartime and Postwar Disorder
When World War | broke out in 1914, many memberthefpolice forces left for the front.
The Austrian state and municipalities all over ¢ngpire needed dependable citizens to
maintain law and order. The burgher corps were haeli as reserve forces, patrolling the
streets and standing guard outside public buildingsany cities. Furthermore, numerous
calls to join the existing or newly formed civiclinas appeared on street corners and in
newspapers. For example, in August 1914, the mpatity of Briinn/Brno issued a public
notice explaining that policing duties would be artdken by “patriotically minded men”
who had volunteered to join a militi&¢hutzenwehyand by the local burgher corps.
Members of the burgher corps were supposed to thearuniform, and members of the new
militia a yellow-and-black armband displaying thigy @arms of Briinn/Brnd?® In
Czernowitz/Cerauti/Chernitsvi in Bukovina, a civic militia of 240 mehad the task of
“maintaining order and safety in the city, and gafirding the goods that the [soldiers] have
left us to protect.” They were not uniformed, hey wore a yellow-and-black armband.
Membership was reserved for the town’s citizenkodowners, and its youth group for
secondary school studertS.In Nowy Sicz, the civic guard was made up of both volunteers
and men forced to enrdff® In Lemberg/Lwéw/L'viv, the municipality creatednaunicipal

civic guard Miejska stra obywatelskpand a municipal militiargilicja miejska of
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volunteers to preserve law and order during thesRnsoccupation®! The numbers of
burgher corps and veterans’ association membearssalglled in Graz and its surroundings in
the early months of the war. The creation of othéitias in the city and its suburbs was a
result of local initiatives supported by state awities*

The formation process of civilian units for managpublic order varied locally and
relied on existing structures. In Bohemia, for epana memorandum from the governor to
all district officers in early August encouragee thrganization of volunteers to support the
police forces. This document referred to seversbeiations that might be relied on:
veterans’ associations, firemen, and German andlCgy@mnastics associatioriBufnvereine
and Sokols). The list reveals who the Austrianestainsidered potential allies in civil society
to maintain order. Nationalist associations wene lpdgaced on equal footing with patriotic
associationslhe goal was to “ensure the safety of person aopguty” by turning to the
“elements of order at their disposal.” In municipas where no previous association existed,
“reliable individuals”could be drawn upon. The governor did not give igeemstructions as
long as members wore a distinctive stifin Aussig/Usti nad Labem, the three-hundred-
men volunteer watch corps was formed of firemenniyers of veterans’ and gymnastics
associations, and other “reliable méf*From 21 August, they were patrolling the streets
wearing yellow-and-black armbands. A report mergtbthat in every municipality in the
Prague vicinity many men had volunteered for pohlcek, especially from the ranks of the
firemen and Sokol$® Similar measures were taken in Moravia: in RijostProssnitz, for
example, a civic defenselifanska ochranpcorps of volunteer “trustworthy inhabitants”
was constituted®® In a city like Marburg/Maribor, where there hadeheio burgher corps
before the war, the rhetoric around the creatioa willitia Burgerwehj still referred to the

historical tradition of civilian defense againse thurks and taking up arms in 1848. In its
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inaugural meeting, the maintenance of peace aref ards framed as the “duty of the
citizens who stayed behind,” a counterpart to tidiers’ fight for the empiré>’

The militias patrolled at night and during the dayrotect private and public
property. The burgher corps in Prague and in Vierarded out garrison duties as watchmen
at locations usually guarded by the military, sashmilitary warehouses, prisons, and tax
offices*® Their task was also to secure the territory agaiotential enemies. In early
August 1914 in Domazlice/Taus in Western Bohenhia,district officer asked the burgher
corps to keep armed watch at night to potentiallgricept French cars carrying gold to
Russia:*® The corps’ chronicle reported, somewhat disappdigt that no such cars had
appeared?° Sometimes, overzealous watchmen making use afftrerms too readily led
to clashes with the public. In Graz, a member eflibirgher corps wounded with his bayonet
a man who had reached in his pocket to offer higarette’** The atmosphere of
heightened suspicion against imagined or real eemihich formed part of the mental
mobilization for war, was at the heart of this riseolunteer policing*? But, as more and
more men were sent to the front, militia men wdse accused of shirking military service.
Their activity on the home front became more susipea wartime moral economy that
stigmatized “shirkers” (those avoiding military gee) and “profiteers” (those driving up
prices) for not participating in the common sacgfi** The accusations against the
Deutschmeister-Schitzenkoips/ienna exemplify the ambiguities of home-frantilian
service** Several letters denouncing the cowardice of cotesbers, or accusing Jews of
having taken over the corps to avoid military seevivere sent to the commander. One of
them signed by enlisted soldiers complained that méhe corps had not yet been sent to the
trenches: it warned that “justice alone leads tboviy.”**° Another declared that the corps’
offices had been a “Jewish nest” since the beggafrthe war, linking the corps to the

supposed shirking of military dutié® The commander used his weapon against a civilian
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who had insulted the corps in an exchange in a&ebffuse. In reference to the Tyrolean
Standschutzerthe man had declared: “They are not shirkersylike sharpshooters
(Schitzept Go to the trenches, too, instead of keeping vatre in Vienna!” In his
description of the incident, the commander insistedhis defense of the corps’ honor against
insults and on the many sacrifices made by corpslmees during their service in Vienna. He
lamented the current “animosity against every mdie is not in the field,” which could lead
an “academically educated man” to “insult patriotien.™*’ In Prague, a shoemaker was
condemned to three days’ arrest because he had puket the burgher corps in a pub,
walking around with a broom on his shoulder andugihg: “that’s how the sharpshooters
(scharfschiitzoyélance in front of the emperotf®

The different formations that had been createdysvieere in both the Austrian and
Hungarian halves of the monarchy evolved duringctindlict. Their makeup changed
significantly as the numbers of men recruited & military service increased. By 1915,
180 of the 300 men of tHechitzenwehiormed a year earlier in Olmitz/Olomouc had
already been called up. The militia issued an ancennent to recruit new volunteers,
appealing to their patriotism and public spiftThe corps’ shooting courses during the war
often became preparation for upcoming experiencideffront. A poster enjoining young
people to enroll in th8@ungschiitzenkorpa Vienna emphasized the values of home-front
war activism: “Participate in arms, show that yoe good citizens**° Moreover, many
corps companies were gradually sent to the frontth@ departure of a company of the Graz
burgher corps in July 1915, the governor’s speeehtioned that the corps was thereby
leaving its traditional function of defending thigydehind*>* The new and old civic guards
thus became gradually less relevant as home-foooé$ and some of them were even
dissolved in 1915 or 1916. Similar formations in N@dNar | France also had a short-lived

existence because the state did not really knowtbawanage them effectively?
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Nevertheless, the war experience was transformédivavic militias. More men,
common citizens, were drawn into the business bfipg and protection. Appeals to
increase their numbers of volunteers broadenettdldéional base of the different corps,
such as the ViennBirger-ScharfschitzenkorpBhe corps in Prague organized a collection
to provide equipment for young men from less wélbackgrounds who had volunteered to
join their youth guard® The rhetoric often still referred to the city’srghers (and a glorious
past, such as resistance to the Turks), but atdodad the wartime message of sacrifice on
the home front, which had to equal that on thetftdhAn article in the CatholiReichspost
praised the spirit of sacrifice for the fatherlahdt united Upper Austrian volunteers
“whatever estate they might belong t8>Purseigle, in his examination of the Voluntary
Training Corps in England during the war, observed a similar shift in the recruitment
base of volunteer forces threatened to undermiméetiitimacy of the bourgeois groups who
viewed themselves as the only repository of cikilagilantism™>°

The concept of civic home defense was quickly rediat the end of the war in 1918
when the fall of the empire created a vacuum imseof the protection of private property.
The collapse of state authority in a context ofremaus food shortages increased the risk of
theft or even mass looting (of factories, food ps@mning centers, and other locations). In
Aussig/Usti nad Labem, for example, large stocki®od in factories and military depots
were systematically plundered in early Novembege fiawly created civic militia contained
the crowds with difficulty, and a workers’ militisas constituted overnight to help théth.

In Teplice/Teplitz, the civic guard shot at a cromdsacking food in an inn® In November
1918, towns and municipalities across the formepiesrorganized local civic militias? In
Gorlice, for example, a civic guard was formedateguard public ordef° Following
robberies, &8urgerwehr‘from all parts of the population” was created inedland/Frydland

to patrol the street$ As deserters and demobilized soldiers roamedahetryside,
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peasants protected their supplies with weaponstamas armed themselves to prevent
looting*°* A Viennese newspaper reflected on the fact tteptbliferation of these “guards”
did not necessarily make the city safer, but festenstead more dangerous conditions: “we
have avolkswehy a red guard, tadtwehrthe students have a student guard and the
burghers 8iirgerwehr’*®?

In creating these civilian armed groups, municipadioften relied on existing home
defense associations. The “old” burgher corps wernsetimes called on to patrol, as was the
case in Prague, or asked to coordinate effortsaioilime civilians, as in
Reichenberg/Liberet®* In Graz, the burgher corps changed its name ty ttgfense”
(Stadtwehy and recruited new volunte€ef.In the Czech context, the national guards formed
to maintain peace and order often stemmed fronStk®| gymnastics association. A call to
join the National Guardh@rodni stra that had spontaneously formed to protect “public
order, civic rights, and the property of the yostate” was signed by the Sokols, the union
of Czechoslovak students, and the workers’ gymosstssociation. The formation invited
returning soldiers to enlist, and was turned intoaae permanent structure for volunteers
who performed guard duties for the first few morththe republic®® Appeals to the
members of shooting clubs to carry out patrols veése published in the Czech pré&s.
Spontaneous formations also emerged in this peindgiteznice, an armed civic guard
composed of eighty “reliable citizens” was create&ebruary 1919 after theft had increased
in the city°®

The new civic defense units set up in November If8nst disorder were appealing
to a much broader social base than prewar milikasexample, in Znojmo/Znaim in
Southern Moravia “all men of eighteen to forty-tyears of age currently residing within the

city limits” were obliged to reporf® In Krems, the home defense incorporated all men,
y g

“workers and bourgeois,” who had resided in thg ft more than fifteen days for the
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“protection of Krems and its surrounding$®SomeBiirgerwehrereven changed their name
to Gemeindewehreto signal a greater degree of social inclusiVityThe required length of
residence was also significantly lowered. We canhsze a shift from 1914 to 1918 in the
recruitment of the civic militias. The war had chgad notions of citizenship, as so many men
had participated in battle as soldiers. The coneemif the entitlements associated with
citizenship had also undergone a major transfoomdhrough the war experience. In
Czernowitz/Cerauti/Chernitsvi, the call appealed to “civic spiribut also mentioned that
some men would be compensaté&d.

Former soldiers were also recruited locally Mtwkswehrpopular defense) units to
maintain peace and order. The makeup, level ofglise, and activities of these units varied
greatly across Austria. Outside the larger citiesy did not have a specific political
affiliation.'” The ephemeral German Bohemian administrationisdetines for the
operation of th&/olkswehy which were to be created by district authoritrasnicipalities, or
national councils, and financed by them. Theirt fissk was “the maintenance of order, of
personal safety, of the freedom acquired, of peiyabperty, and ... state properfyA
recruitment drive in the district of Grulich/Kralikmentioned pay of six crowns a day, and
insisted on the fact that the men would stay hdwyw will protect your own property and
that of your relatives and co-citizens>This entrusting of town dwellers’ safety to the
Volkswehmunits was expensive, and might be uncertain iflilabke elements joined their
ranks. A play satirized théolkswehis actions in a Western Bohemian town, showing men
stealing coal and shirking their guard duties ®gbint where the “propertied section of the
population” felt relieved when Czech troops entetedtown'’®

In the first months after regime change, the prnincancern and mobilizing factor
was the preservation of property, rather than natibatreds. Even in Carinthia, where the

Volkswehrsubsequently fought against Yugoslav troops, thevation for the initial
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mobilization was the protection of home and propagainst disordeY.” Similarly, in
Bohemian towns with a German-speaking majorityalaefense units sometimes tried to
remove the Czech army with violent&put the call from Reichenberg/Liberec emphasized
the protection of “home, house, herd, and familgt anly against an external enemy but also
from “dishonest elements” and “excess¥s.”

However, with the disappearance of a supranatipaiaiotic ethos, the postwar
militias promoted a more national conception of letand defense. The Viennese burgher
corps published a call to join their ranks thatrieed admission to “respectable fellow
German citizens over seventeen.” The slogan wastéet German Vienna! Protection of
property and goods, hearth, and family for alldeicitizens.” The corps’ emphasis on social
exclusivity was replaced with national exclusiviwyhile the rhetoric of “order” remained
unchanged: “peace and order is more than ever seeis our home city™®* The Czech
Sokols’ patrols echoed this motto of “order”: “meaand order was the command,”
according to the chronicler in Mlada Boleslav/Jumgtiau®* In Prague, where the Sokol
watchmen’s purpose and scope of action were natlgldefined, one squad recalled having
acted mainly with “order, peace, and the good afymuing republic” in mind®? The Sokols
in Pisek, acting on the orders of the local autles; helped to prevent looting in shops
during food riots in November 1918. The day andhtigatch formed in the following weeks
“for the continuing maintenance of peace and ondéne town” were led by a uniformed
Sokol. Many returning soldiers joined their rafkThe distinction between volunteer
civilians and paid, state-sanctioned soldiers is pleriod was not clear-cut. Sokol units in
Southern Bohemia patrolled train stations and tivedr, and later joined the National Guard,
receiving some financial payment for their servité&'et, another chronicle pointed out
that, at a time when the military sometimes reediguspicious elements, it was important to

have “reliable people devoted to the government) whsome cases could even provide
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protection “against the dishonest element§. The paramilitary components of gymnastics
associations like the Sokols came very much tddtesin the immediate postwar period with
a rhetoric emphasizing law and order, and loyaltthe state similar to that used by the
burgher corps in the prewar period.

The Bohemian burgher corps sometimes adapted toethecircumstances. The three
units of the Prague burgher corps were quickly hims to serve as patrols and renamed the
Prague National Militiar{arodni milicg. Their mission in the interwar period closely
resembled that of the prewar burgher corps: “fasgethe state idea>~ Czechoslovak this
time, protection of property, and defense agaiimtefnal and external enemie$®In
Domazlice/Taus, after the confusion of 1918 whendmooting range was briefly ceded to
the Sokol, the corps regained its building in 198 simply changed its name to National
Militia (Narodni milic§ in 1921%” Burgher corps in German-speaking areas becameatysp
for example in Zlabings/Slavonice, where the Czslthvak army seized all weapons in
private possession on 18 November 1918, includirgshooting society’s rifle$? In the
1920s, the separation of Czech and German shoaggwriations was confirmed by separate
official statutes:®®

In postwar Austria, the civic militias formed thadis of theHeimwehrmovement of
the 1920s and 19362’ However, the militias that formed in the immediaftermath of state
collapse were not simply “counterrevolutionary”des. Considering paramilitary groups as
mainly a reaction to military defeat and the Bolskeevolution ignores the very local
context of their emergence, the “small fatherlarntig’yy aimed to defend, and the continuity
with prewar formations$?* Postwar militias went beyond the radical right-gvigroups
concerned with ethnic borders and red uprisingd fismanced by international
conservatives®* They were also shaped by conceptions of armed diefanse prevalent

before the war, mass participation in wartime serViaving reinforced the previous
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traditions of civilians in arm&> The collapse of state authority meant that local
administrations often delegated security dutiegrtoed citizens: this authority transfer was
especially sanctioned in small communities, andnhtet by the early 1920s many military
weapons were still in private hand8 The militias’ growing antiSocial Democrat stance
(from 1919 to 1920) can also be viewed as beirgpmtinuity with prewar concerns over the
upheaval of social order. The plethora of militiast flourished in the immediate aftermath
of World War | did not hence constitute a geograplly homogenous or ideologically
coherent movement> Rather, these civilian defense units formed atetusf small local

groups fighting to uphold social and public ordetheir own town or municipality.

Conclusion
Regarded then and now as quaint, irrelevant orgéinizs, the urban civic militias shed light
on conceptions of patriotism and citizenship inldte Habsburg Empire. Through their
promotion of shooting as a patriotic duty, theytiggrated in the societal militarization of
Austria-Hungary. The last years before World Warhjch saw heightened domestic
tensions combined with the growing chances of dlicomith Russia, gave a new impulse to
civilian armed formations. But their main signiffcze was not really their military role. Just
as their predecessors, they embodied the link legtwecal citizenship and the notion of
bearing arms. Their renewed growth at the turrthefdentury coincided with a time when the
contours of citizenship were being redefined anttlyremntested among calls for the
enlargement of the franchise. The militias alsoesented the articulation of different levels
of patriotism (urban, national, and imperial) ind3hurg Austria. In the case of the Czech
shooting corps, prewar Habsburg patriotism was lsitmansferred to the Czechoslovak

state.
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At the local level, civic militias were a concretepression of social order and
hierarchy in medium-sized towns. In their rituatgl gractice of shooting, the burgher corps
conveyed a certain image of bourgeois respectabitich came especially under threat
with the rise of Social Democracy. Christian Soamayor Karl Lueger tried to transform the
Viennese sharp shooting corps into a form of armeithnte group to foster public safety.
The militias reaffirmed a sense of close, exclugpedty bourgeois community, which was
particularly significant in the context of the gnowy influence of the workers’ movement.
This confrontation was also spatial and manifegsadf in the urban space: the orderly
religious and state processions reflected thidimEgversion of the social world, while the
May 1st demonstrations constituted a challengbédcspatial dominance of established
burghers.

The study of Habsburg civic militias also puts pla@gamilitarism of the immediate
postwar in a new light. The militias were calledogo perform their duty in wartime and
formed the basis of postwar civilian involvementhe management of law and order. The
armed groups created in the aftermath of the wae wet only forces of counterrevolution
but also local self-defense units upholding thekehdoundations of social order. Violence in
this context does not seem to be the only relebvanthmark by which to approach the
relationship between weapons and political paritgn. Other less violent forms of
vigilantism still set the boundaries for who thgitemate defenders of the community were.
It was therefore not only the culture of defeaanti-Bolshevism that determined postwar
mobilization but also an extended conception ateitship and participation in the
maintenance of social order. The legacies of taregal taking-up of arms shaped political
participation in the interwar period. The concejptitzenship provides a link between the

pre- and postwar forms of armed volunteerism ifarstbod not just as a legal category of
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belonging but also as the active quality of “relébmen, those who could be trusted with

arms to act as forces of “order.”
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