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Zarys tresci: Artykul jest po$wiecony postudze siostr milosierdzia, dzialajacych w ramach
Czerwonego Krzyza, w konfliktach zbrojnych z udzialem (bezposrednim lub wspierajacym)
Imperium Rosyjskiego od XIX w. do konca I wojny $wiatowej. Podjeta w polowie XIX w.
przez cztonkéw rodziny panujacej i przedstawicieli rosyjskiej arystokracji inicjatywa utwo-
rzenia wspolnot sidstr mitosierdzia miata na celu zapewnienie pomocy ubogim, sierotom,
wdowom oraz chorym. Wsréd wymienionych kategorii byli rowniez chorzy i ranni zolnierze
wracajacy z frontu, ktérzy nie nadawali si¢ juz do stuzby czynnej w armii. Ci ostatni wyma-
gali réwniez pomocy bezposrednio na froncie dzialann wojennych. W zwiazku z powyzszym
z biegiem lat w Imperium Rosyjskim powstawaly kolejne wspdlnoty sidstr milosierdzia, do
ktérych za przyktadem kobiet szlachetnie urodzonych wstepowaly réwniez kobiety z innych
warstw spolecznych. Z chwilg wybuchu wojny kierowano je do frontowych szpitali i lazaretow
badz punktéw opieki dla chorych i rannych Zolnierzy na jego tylach. Niejednokrotnie swoja
stuzbe optacaly one chorobami, a nawet wlasnym Zyciem. Swobodna dzialalnoé¢ tak istotnych
dla calego spoleczenstwa wspdlnot siéstr milosierdzia przetrwala w Rosji do czasu rewolucji
pazdziernikowej 1917 r.

Outline of content: The article is dedicated to the participation of the sisters of mercy, operating
within the Red Cross, in armed conflicts with (direct or supporting) participation of the Russian
Empire from the 19th century until the end of the First World War. The establishment of com-
munities of sisters of mercy, whose mission was to assist the poor, orphans, widows, and the
sick, was initiated in the mid-19th century by members of the ruling family and representatives
of the Russian aristocracy. This aid was especially critical for the ill and wounded soldiers on
the front lines of military conflict. In addition to women of noble birth, representatives of other

* In order to standardize the chronology of the events described, this study uses dating according
to the Julian calendar, in effect in Russia since 1 January 1700. Whenever double dating is used,
dates according to the Gregorian calendar are provided in parentheses.
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social strata also joined the rapidly growing Russian communities of sisters of mercy. During
times of war, they were deployed to frontline hospitals and field infirmaries, where they carried
out their ministry with selfless devotion, often perishing or succumbing to various illnesses in
the course of their service. The unrestricted activities of vital communities of sisters of mercy
continued in Russia until the October Revolution of 1917.

Stowa kluczowe: Imperium Rosyjskie, wspdlnoty sidstr milosierdzia, Rosyjskie Towarzystwo
Czerwonego Krzyza, armia rosyjska w XIX-XX w. (do 1918 r.), wojny Rosji w XIX-XX w.
(do 1918 r.)

Keywords: Russian Empire, sisters of mercy communities, Russian Red Cross Society, Russian
Imperial Army in the 19th and 20th centuries (until 1918), Russia’s wars in the 19th and 20th
centuries (until 1918)

Until the mid-nineteenth century, all questions of warfare in Russia were the
exclusive domain of the military’s governing bodies. One of these questions was
the medical care provided to soldiers directly at the frontline, and then in the
rear, closer to or further away from the frontline, in infirmaries, hospitals, or
shelters. As of the 1710s, matters concerning the medical care of soldiers serving
in the imperial army were regulated by the provisions of Peter I's Military Code
of 1716,' supplemented by later imperial decrees. However, until the Patriotic
War of 1812, the Russian public, especially women, was not part of the military
medical system.? This situation changed slightly during the reign of Emperor
Alexander I (1801-1825), during the Patriotic War itself, as well as in the course
of earlier and later military campaigns against Napoleonic France. At that time,
the Russian Empire developed a vast number of charity institutions that aided the
homeless, poor, and orphans.’ Furthermore, there was a spike in the interest in
actions aimed to improve the daily lives of the sick, including the staggering num-
bers of wounded and disabled war veterans. Instrumental here was the tsar’s own
attitude, who was at the forefront of social policy. The emperor’s approach helped
increase the number of charity societies and private institutions established by
residents of towns and cities, clerks, and estate owners, who donated their own
money to charity work. Representatives of the imperial nobility and aristocracy
were also involved in charity work. However, fundamental to the development of
philanthropic activity in Russia was the attitude of members of the ruling family, as

! Kodeks wojskowy Piotra I z 1716 roku, ed. P. Krokosz, K. Lopatecki (Krakéw-Os$wiecim, 2016),
pp. 115-116, 125-127, 338-340, 345.

2 H.JL JlonaruHa, ‘CecrpuHckuii yxon B BoliHax Poccun XIX-XX Bekor’, Meduyumckas cecmpa,
no. 3 (2017), p. 52.

3 See: B. Urbanek, ‘Opieka nad chorym na tle teoretycznych koncepcji europejskiej i polskiej medy-
cyny w I polowie XIX stulecia’, Analecta. Studia i Materialy z Dziejéow Nauki, vol. 5, no. 2 (1996),
pp. 127-139.
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representatives of the Romanov dynasty became involved in launching and running
charitable societies, or else assumed patronage of already existing ones. A special
role in this respect was played by women, empresses and grand duchesses. A prom-
inent example was Maria Feodorovna, wife of Emperor Paul I (1796-1801) and
mother of Alexander I, as well as the latter’s wife, Empress Elizabeth Alexeievna.*

However, the establishment of the first institutions with legal authority to
provide health care to the sick in the Russian Empire took place only at the close
of the 1840s and in the early 1850s. The opportunity to observe this process and
at the same time to be a direct participant fell to the then curate of St Catherine’s
Church in Sankt Petersburg, who as of 1862 was Archbishop of Warsaw, Father
Zygmunt Szczgsny Felinski. The founder of the Catholic Congregation of the
Sisters of the Family of Mary (1857), active in the Russian capital, recorded these
events in his Memoirs as follows:

At that time, a fashion appeared in Petersburg for the spontaneous emergence of sisters
of mercy. The first, as far as I know, who made such an attempt was Duchess Baratinska,
who founded a women’s association, composed of persons of all faiths, devoted to nurs-
ing the sick. This involved neither vows nor any fixed commitments; even a salary was
paid to those entering the association, which could leave it at any time, but as long as one
remained in it, one had to wear a special uniform and submit to the rules established for
the Home. A second institution of this kind was set up by the Grand Duchess Maria of
Leuchtenberg to treat the wounded during the Crimean War. The last society was set up
by Grand Duchess Helena Pavlovna, with the help of her trusted lady-in-waiting, Baroness
Raden, with whom she was almost inseparable. When they were both staying abroad,
the Grand Duchess bade the latter to study in depth in Berlin the internal organisation
of the Congregation of the Sisters of St Charles, which managed in an exemplary fashion
one of the biggest hospitals of the Prussian capital. In an effort to fulfil this order as best
she could, Baroness Raden moved in with the sisters and for a fortnight shared all their
occupations, making detailed notes. Later, on returning to Petersburg, she used the notes to
establish a Congregation of Sisters of Helena Pavlovna; their external organisation closely
resembled that of the Catholic sisters of mercy, yet internally it was not a religious con-
gregation, as it was not based on a specific call and vows.

* See more: E.A. Durensrappr, Mmnepampuya Mapust ®eodoposra 8 6020y200HbIX esT 38e0eHUSIX,
transl. E. Tan (Cankr-Ilerep6ypr, 1832); C.J. TaBpromus, VImneparpuna Mapusa ®egoposna
U ee [EeATENIbHOCTb 110 CO3JAHMIO CUCTeMBbI 67arOTBOPUTENBHBIX yupexxaeHuit B Poccuir’, 2XKen-
wuHa 6 poccuckom obusecmee, no. 1 (2002), pp. 39-53; J. Kowalik, ‘Dobroczynnos¢ w Rosji za
panowania Aleksandra I Romanowa’, Meritum, no. 8 (2016), pp. 131-144. In 1813, Empress Maria
Feodorovna established in St Petersburg a group of women called the Merciful Widows, meant
to help the poor and sick of the Marinsky Hospital. They thus became the prototype of the later
sisters of mercy, see: E.JI. XKepuxnumua, ‘Ceprobonbisie BLosbsl', Tpyos: Canxm-Ilemep6ypeckozo
20Cy0apcmeenHozo0 uHcmumyma Kynvmyput, no. 184 (2009), pp. 375-378.

Pamigtniki Ks. Zygmunta Szczesnego Felitiskiego arcybiskupa warszawskiego, vol. 2: Od roku 1851
do r. 1883 (Lwoéw, 1911), p. 91. See also: B. Urbanek, ‘Kobiety w stuzbie chorych i rannych w Rosji
w XIX wieku’, Medycyna Nowozytna, vol. 7, no. 2 (2000), pp. 61-73.
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Importantly, Father Felinski’s short historical outline of the establishment
of the first organised Russian communities (societies) involving sisters of mercy
who offered disinterested aid to the sick sets in order, in a way, earlier relevant
findings of historiography. In reality, the very first institution of this kind was the
Community of the Sisters of Charity of the Liteyny District, set up in the nation’s
capital in 1843 under the auspices of Duchess Maria Feodorovna Baratinska. The
community was tasked with running the Marinska Shelter for indigent women,
founded by the duchess.®

The second institution of this type in the Russian Empire was the Holy
Trinity Community of the Sisters of Mercy, founded in 1844 during a meeting
of representatives of the aristocracy in the palace of Duke Peter of Oldenburg in
St Petersburg.” Instrumental in setting up this institution were the daughters of
Emperor Nicholas I: Grand Duchess Maria (from 1839, wife of Duke Maximilian
von Leuchtenberg), Grand Duchess Alexandra and Duchess Therese Petrovna of
Oldenburg. The community’s organising committee also included prominent phil-
anthropic activists of the time representing the great families of the Russian aristoc-
racy, e.g. duchesses such as the aforementioned Maria Feodorovna Baratinska and
Sophia Alexeievna Shakhovska, as well as countesses Sophia Ivanovna Borch
and Tatiana Borisovna Potemkina.? Father Felinski mentions the Exaltation of the
Holy Cross Community of the Sisters of Charity as the third institution, founded
on 14(27) September 1854, the date of the Orthodox feast of the Exaltation of
the Holy Cross. Thus, both the name and the date of the community’s establish-
ment were not coincidental, as the great conflict between the Russian Empire
and Turkey and its allies — France, Britain and the Kingdom of Sardinia — which
came to be known as the Crimean War, was just beginning. In September 1854,
allied forces landed in the Crimea and laid siege to Sevastopol, a city which was
also a stronghold and a base for the Russian Black Sea fleet.” The community was
established under the auspices and with the financial resources of Tsar Paul Is
daughter, Grand Duchess Helena Pavlovna. Later that year, the community’s

o

The establishment of the first Russian Community of the Sisters of Mercy and the Marinskaya
Shelter was linked to the death of Duchess Barantinskaya’s daughter, Maria Kochuba, in 1843.
See more: ‘O6muHa cecTp Mumocepausa Bo umsa Xpucra Cracurens’, http://encblago.lfond.spb.
ru/showObject.do?object=2824182068 (accessed: 25 Dec. 2023).

‘YcraB CBato-Tponiikort o6IIMHbL cecTep MUTOCepANs, in: Yemasu: u npasuna obusun cecrmep
munocepoust (Cankr-ITerep6ypr, 1879), p. 98. In his monograph on women’s service in the Russo-
-Turkish War 1877-1878, Russian physician and publicist Peter Ilinski observed that the Holy
Trinity Community of the Sisters of Mercy was the first institution of its kind in the Russian
Empire, see: IT.A. Vinuuckwit, Pycckas sernujuna 6 6otiny 1877-1878 e. (Cankr-Ilerep6ypr, 1879),
p. 2.

See more: ‘CBsiTo-TponiiKast o61mHa cecrep Munocepanus , http://encblago.lfond.spb.ru/showOb-
ject.do?object=2824182662 (accessed: 25 Dec. 2023).

‘KpuecroBosnBikeHcKas obmuHa cecrep munoceppus’, http://encblago.lfond.spb.ru/showObject.
do?object=2824182532 (accessed: 25 Dec. 2023).
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Following the Example of the Upper Classes — Russian Sisters of Mercy Serving on the War Fronts 9

provisional statutes were approved, and the ceremonial blessing of the first sis-
ters of mercy took place in the church of the Mikhailovsky Palace. Soon, the
28 sisters,!” together with doctors Nikolai Pirogov (an eminent physician, chief
surgeon of the Russian army, professor of surgery in Dorpat and St Petersburg),
Alexander Obermiiller and Vasiliy Sochranichev, set off for Sevastopol to attend
to the wounded and sick soldiers. Subsequently, five groups of sisters belong-
ing to the community were sent to the war zone in the Crimea. In total, according
to various estimates, between 120 and 250 sisters of mercy from different social
strata took part in the Crimean War.!" As noted by Nikolay Pirogov, the sisters of
mercy serving in besieged Sevastopol — whether in field hospitals, infirmaries, or
often directly in the zones of active combat (at the very frontlines of the Imperial
Army) - were divided into three groups, depending on their assigned duties. One
group was responsible for dressing and bandaging the wounded (assisting doctors
and feldshers in preparing and applying bandages), another managed the pharma-
cies (preparing necessary medications for the sick), while the third oversaw logis-
tical and domestic matters (monitoring the cleanliness of linens and supervising
support staff).!?

There are grounds to believe that the sisters of mercy of all three organisations
indicated by Father Felinski were present on the frontlines of the Crimean War, not
only on the Crimean Peninsula itself.!® It can confidently be stated that the daily
life and medical services of the sisters were the main themes of Nikolai Pirogov’s
correspondence during the defence of Sevastopol in 1854-1855. Memories of
their hard service and sacrifice, as they themselves went down with typhoid fever,
sustained injuries and were killed in the war struggle, were accounted for in
nearly every single letter of the prominent surgeon, who quickly made a name
for himself as a legendary defender of Sevastopol and one of the Russian national
heroes. Memories of their tough service and sacrifices found expression in almost

10 The community of sisters were headed by Ekaterina Bakunina, instrumental for the creation of
the system of care for the wounded in Sevastopol, see: B. Urbanek, ‘Kobiety w stuzbie’, p. 64.
IT.A. inuuckwit, Pycckast sernuguna, p. 3; ‘KpuectroBospBinkeHcKast 0OLMHA CECTP MUTIOCEPANS .
In accordance with the instructions of Grand Duchess Helena Pavlovna, information on the
operation of the Prussian Sisters of Mercy, mentioned by Father Felinski, was compiled by
the lady of her court, Baroness Edith Raden.

[H.J1. IIuporos], Cesacmononvckue nucoma H.J. ITupozosa 1854-1855, ed. 10.I. Manuc (CaHkT-
-Tlerep6ypr, 1907), pp. 31-33, 42.

The participation of women affiliated to the Exaltation of the Holy Cross Community of the Sisters
of Mercy at the front was confirmed in his diary by Duke Grigori Dolgoruki, who fought in the
Crimean War and met the elderly Sister A.L. Travina in the warfare zone, see: [I.A. Jonropyxmii],
‘Kpoimckas BoiiHa. VI3 fHeBHUKa KHA3s [.A. Jonropykoro’, ed. H.I. ManuHoBckast', Pycckuil
apxus, no. 3 (1900), p. 456. It is worth noting that the activities of these ‘central’ societies of sisters
of mercy resulted in the establishment of similar institutions in other cities of the Russian Empire,
see: B.A. EpiioB, ‘O6LIMHBI cecTep MIIOCEPANSA ¥ PaBOC/IABHASA LIEPKOBb PYCCKOI IPOBUHIINY
B XIX Beke’, Becmuux BopoHencKozo 20cy0apcmeeHHo20 mexHu1eckozo yHusepcumema, vol. 6,
no. 11 (2010), pp. 204-209.
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10 Pawet Krokosz

every letter of the eminent surgeon, who quickly entered the list of legendary
defenders of Sevastopol and Russian national heroes.!*

The participation of the sisters of mercy in the warfare on the Crimean Peninsula
was further described by the eyewitness of and participant in the events, then artil-
lery lieutenant - the eminent Russian writer Leo Tolstoy in The Sevastopol Sketches:
“Here and there, amidst the blood-stained coats and shirts, making their way over
the injured, the nuns were floating about with medicines, water, bandages, and
wound dressings; their calm faces expressed not some idle, painfully tearful fem-
inine pity, but active and practical compassion”.!> As Tolstoy noted, the sisters
of mercy were of various ages; there was no shortage of women in their fifties,
as well as girls in their twenties.'® In his memoirs, Dr Christian von Hiibbent,
a professor of surgery serving in the Sevastopol garrison in 1855, described the
service of the Russian sisters of mercy as heroic, citing Sister Bachevskaya as an
example, dressing the wounded and assisting in operations every day from dawn
to dusk. Moreover, von Hiibbent noted that the mental and physical capacities
of the women offering medical care during direct warfare exceeded those of men
performing the same services.!”

The sacrifice and dedication of the sisters during the Crimean War opera-
tions led Tsar Alexander IT (1855-1881), at the request of Grand Duchess Helena
Pavlovna, to decide that the Exaltation of the Holy Cross Community of the Sisters
of Mercy must change its previous status from temporary to permanent. This was
combined with the granting of by-laws to the institution in May 1870, significantly
expanding its activities, which officially included the service of the sisters of mercy
to the sick and wounded in hospitals in the frontier zone.!®

The next major war in which the Russian sisters of mercy played a signifi-
cant role was the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878."° Notably, at that time, the
Russian Empire was still on its way to joining the International Committee for
the Relief of Wounded Soldiers, which, in 1880, transformed into the International
Committee of the Red Cross. The Russian Empire’s accession to this organisa-
tion was undoubtedly influenced by the self-sacrificing attitude of the women of
the Exaltation of the Cross Community of the Sisters of Mercy, who ministered
to the sick and wounded during the Crimean War.? Before this could happen,

14 See: [H.JL. Imporos], Cesacmononvckie nucoma, passim.

L. Tolstoj, Opowiadania sewastopolskie, transl. T. Lopalewski (Warszawa, 1986), p. 54.

16 Tbid., p. 120.

17 [X.4. To66ener], TIpodeccop xupyprun X.51. I'to66eHer 1 ero BocmoMuHaHust 06 060poHe
Cesacronons 1854-1855 rr., ed. A.fl. Tw66ener, O.4. I'ob66ener, Pycckas cmapuna, vol. 61,
no. 1 (1889), pp. 75-99.

‘YcraB KpecToBO3IBIKEHCKON OOLIMHBI cectep MIWIOCEpAN, in: Ycmasvl u npasuna oOujuH,
pp. 1-2.

See more: IL.A. Vinuncknit, Pycckas senuquna, passim.

JI.B. MenbunkoBa, ‘KpecToBospBinkeHCKas 00IMHA cecTep MONeYeH st O PaHEHbIX KaK Ipoobpas
Kpacuoro Kpecra’, Poccuiickas ucmopus, no. 5 (2009), pp. 119-134.
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Following the Example of the Upper Classes — Russian Sisters of Mercy Serving on the War Fronts 11

however, in 1867, the leib-medic Philipp Jacob Karell took the initiative to estab-
lish a native institution called the Russian Society for the Care of the Wounded
and Sick in War. The establishment and granting of its charter by the emperor
took place later that year,?! thanks to the commitment of the ladies of the imperial
court: Baroness Maria Fredericks and her friend, the music teacher of Alexander IT’s
children, Marfa Sabinina (as a sister of mercy, she took part in the Russo-
-Turkish War of 1877-1878).%2 Although the society mentioned above was not
yet officially affiliated to the International Committee of the Red Cross, its mem-
bers engaged in hospitals, infirmaries or shelters were entitled to have the offi-
cial external identification markings of the organisation - a white flag with a red
cross and the same armbands worn on their sleeves (other Russian societies of
sisters of mercy enjoyed the same right).” In the late 1860s and early 1870s, there
was an evident rise in the number of members, and capitals of individual guber-
nias began to form local communities of the sisters of mercy, often led by the
Ladies’ Committees established there. The Russian Orthodox Church was also
actively involved in organising the society. This is confirmed by the fact that the
Moscow Committee of Ladies was headed at the time by the hegumenia of the
local Ascension of the Lord (Voznesensky) Convent, Paisija Nudelska (Nudolska).?*
The Society’s sisters of mercy gained frontline medical experience during the expe-
ditions of the tsarist army organised in the following years in Central Asia. The
Franco-Prussian War of 1870-1871 proved to be a kind of training ground for
caring for the sick and wounded, when 30 Russian surgeons, led by Dr Christian
von Hiibbent and the sisters of mercy, set out to work for the international Red
Cross agency established in Basel. Their task was to provide aid to soldiers on
both sides. At the same time, the society sent 16 humanitarian aid shipments to
the frontline, including medicines, dressings, clothing, and other necessities for
the sick and wounded, collected during community appeals.®

Thanks to the increased activity of the Tsar’s family, aristocracy, nobility, clergy,
bourgeoisie, people of science, and representatives of other strata of society, before
the outbreak of the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878, there were 18 well-organised
communities throughout the Russian Empire helping those in need during both
peace and war. These were institutions (societies) run by the Russian Society for

2 Ilonnoe cobparue 3axonos Poccutickoti Mmnepuu. Cobpanue emopoe (hereinafter: [IC3PVI-CB),

vol. 42, part 1 (Cankr-Ilerep6ypr, 1871), nos. 44992, 44519.

For more on the life of Marfa Sabinina, see: I'.B. Poknra, ‘KpbiMckas nucropus Mapdsr
Cabununoit’, 3anad - Bocmok, no. 8 (2015), pp. 96-110; Mapga Caburuna, 3anucku. 1831-1860,
ed. O.B. JloceBa, M.II. Paxmanosa (Mocksa, 2019).

% TIC3PM-CB, vol. 42, part 1, no. 44519.

2 Ocnosanue Poccutickozo obujecmea Kpacrozo kpecma u pazsumue e2o OesimenvHOCMu 8 nepuod
1867-1875 2e. (Cucmemamuueckuti cooprux mamepuanos), ed. VI.®. Tynnia, vol. 1 (Knes, 1881),
p. 123.

Poccuiickoe O6ujecmso Kpacrozo Kpecma. Vcmopuueckuti 0630p desmenviocmu (hereinafter:
POKKMO[), (Caukr-ITerep6ypr, 1902), p. 6.
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Table 1. Number of members of the Russian Society for the Care of the Wounded and Sick in
War, 1867-1875

Year Number of members
1867 (May) 218
1867 (December) 2503
1868 7895
1875 10 047

Source: B.®. BoustHoBckmit, Mcmopuueckuii ouepk desmenvHocmu Poccutickozo obujecmea Kpacnozo xpecma
(Canxr-Ilerepbypr, 1896), p. 23.

the Care of the Wounded and Sick in War, the Holy Synod and the local bishops
of the Orthodox Church, and private individuals, most often representatives of
aristocratic families.?® All indications are that the Russian authorities anticipated
the outbreak of war with Turkey and, therefore, as early as the mid-1870s, in con-
sultation with the Holy Synod, took appropriate measures to prepare the sisters
of mercy for service on the war front. One clear example of this was the shorte-
ning of the preparatory course for the sisters of mercy from eight to six weeks in
1876, and the launching of an extensive training campaign, combined with the
preparation of medical supplies by communities run by the Orthodox Church.

Approximately 1,300 sisters of mercy from various strata of Russian society took
part in the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878.2% The first to be dispatched at the
beginning of May 1877 were 32 sisters of the Exaltation of the Cross Community
of the Sisters of Mercy, sent to Romania. They were soon joined there by 27 sis-
ters of the Community of St George.”

Women affiliated with the Community of the Holy Trinity of the Sisters of
Mercy also set off for Bulgaria; these were 21 sisters of mercy and 11 volunteers
representing the Russian aristocracy who had attended an 8-month preparatory
course. This group included the young and beautiful Baroness Yulia Vrevskaya,
who fell ill with typhus and died at the end of the war. She was the great love of
the eminent Russian poet and publicist Ivan Turgenev, who paid a posthumous
homage to her with his poem in prose titled ‘ITn Memory of Yu. P. Vrevskaya’, and
she herself, a modest Russian sister of mercy, became at the same time a Bulgarian

26 JI.B. MenbaukoBa, ‘OO6IMHBI cecTep MIUIOCEPAUsI U )KEHCKIEe [PaBOC/IABHbIe MOHACTBIPY BO
BpeMs Pyccko-typerikoit Boitabl 1877-1878 rr.’, Poccuiickas ucmopus, no. 6 (2016), pp. 34-35.
As noted by Nikolay Pirogov, Russian associations gathering Sisters of Mercy differed from
similar institutions operating in Catholic and Protestant countries in that they were not reli-
gious in nature, see: H.JI. IIuporos, BoenHo-6pauebHoe 0eo U 4aCMHAS HOMOWb HA meampe
8otiHvL 8 Boneapuu u 6 mouny deticmeyiowieii apmuu 6 1877-1878 ze., vol. 1 (Cauxr-Ilerep6ypr,
1879), p. 334.

27 Ibid., pp. 35-36.

2 Ibid.

2 TIbid., pp. 38-40.
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national hero.® It is to indicate here that the sisters of mercy shared the vicissi-
tudes of the warfare on a par with the servicemen, as they were often dispatched
to the frontlines to attend to the sick and wounded immediately. This was the case,
for example, during the Russian-Romanian storming of the Turkish fortress of
Plevna in 1877.3! Still, whether they served in infirmaries in the rear or in dressing
stations in trenches in advanced battle positions, the sisters were also exposed to
fever or typhus. The sisters’ frontline service is illustrated by their correspondence
to relatives, excerpted by Dr Peter Ilinski, a participant in the war, in his work:

[...] the entire hospital was spread out over a ploughed field: and because of this, the mud
was impassable and the soil was so sticky that if you took a few steps, you felt as if you
were dragging some kind of heavy shackles behind you, and in the slightest rain it was so
slippery there that you were constantly afraid to move. In winter, the hospital tents were
covered with snow on all sides. The sisters caught colds as they had previously lived in
yurts with hole-punched walls, through which the wind blew from all four sides, and rain
and snow were regular, unexpected guests.*

Sisters were also sent to help the sick and wounded in hospitals at the far rear
of the war effort, for example, the posting of sisters from Yaroslavl at the end of
the war to serve in hospitals located in Kharkiv.** Moreover, during the war, hun-
dreds of special infirmaries and hospitals were opened in Moscow alone (27 in
all; one of the largest was the 200-bed Lefort Hospital) to which soldiers evacu-
ated from the front were sent.** Without a doubt, then, at the frontlines, “wom-
en’s assistance and feminine care for the wounded and the sick proved invalua-
ble”.>> During this war, there were also instances in which women in Russian field
infirmaries and hospitals performed functions which differed significantly from
those commonly ascribed to Sisters of Mercy. At the frontline, Nikolay Pirogov
met, e.g. a woman who skillfully performed the duties of a surgeon or physician
(in a hospital in the Bulgarian town of Zimnica), singlehandedly monitoring the
health status of sick soldiers.*

The Russian Society for the Care of the Wounded and Sick in War was the
largest and most active institution involved in providing medical assistance during
the Russo-Turkish War of 1877-1878. Therefore, to complete the picture of the

30 TI.A. Vinuuckuit, Pyccxas senusuna, pp. 149-150; B. Zejmo, Klasycy rosyjscy wobec konfliktu
batkanskiego 1875-1878’, Studia Rossica Posnaniensia, vol. 40, no. 2 (2015), pp. 64-65.

IT.A. Vinuuckuii, Pycckas senujuna, pp. 151-156.

32 Ibid., p. 157.

33 E.E. Benoa, ‘CecTpbl MIIOCEPAVSL B IEPHOT, PYCCKO-TypeLKolt BoitHbl 1877-1878’, Spocnasckuii
nedazozudeckuii ecmuux, no. 2 (2010), p. 35.

E.H. Kosnosuesa, Mockosckue 06ujumvt cecmep szocepbuﬂ 8 XIX - nauane XX sexa (Mocksa,
2010), pp. 162-163.

H.U. Iluporos, Boenno-epauedroe derno, p. 334.

3¢ Ibid., pp. 338-339.

31

34
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immense sacrifice and generosity of the sisters of mercy, some statistics relating
to the effects of their ministry should be cited. Evacuated in the company’s sani-
tary trains and ships from the rear of the Russian army’s operational activities in
Romania and northern Bulgaria were 76,760 sick and 30,312 wounded. As many
as 109,368 sick and injured were evacuated from the Jassy-Kishinev operational
area, where 25 infirmaries with a total of up to 2,000 beds were in operation. The
society spent almost 16,800,000 roubles to help those injured on the war front,
not counting the donated medicines, dressings, clothing, and other necessities.*”

In July 1879, Emperor Alexander II approved the renaming of the Russian
Society for the Care of the Wounded and Sick in War to the Russian Red
Cross Society.?® Thus, the Russian sisters of mercy were officially able to provide
their aid under the Red Cross banner. Almost immediately after the change of
name, the institution began providing medical care to the tsarist army, conducting
an expansion into Turkmenistan between 1879 and 1881.% In 1886, the Russian
Red Cross Society dispatched medical relief to Bulgaria and Serbia, engaged in
armed conflict as of November 1887. A unit composed of several clerks, seven phy-
sicians, 12 sisters of mercy, six feldshers and humanitarian aid (150-bed infirmary
equipment, bed linen, medicines, surgical instruments, food) were dispatched to
each of the warring states.*’ The same was done in 1897, when sanitary support
was sent to the front of the Greco-Turkish war. A detachment of two doctors, one
feldsher, and 20 sisters was sent to Athens. A slightly smaller group, consisting of
five doctors and 10 sisters, arrived in Turkey. Both units were equally equipped
with the necessary equipment to run a 50-bed hospital.*! In 1900, the Russian Red
Cross Society dispatched three large medical support units to the Russian troops
involved in the international expeditionary corps suppressing the Boxer uprising
in China (1899-1901). Comprehensive hospital equipment, medical supplies, and
hospital trains were sent to the Far East, and a ship named The Empress adapted
to handle the sick and wounded was cleared from Odessa. The personnel com-
position of the Russian medical mission was impressive, including more than
30 doctors and 230 sisters of mercy.*?

No less important was the sisters’ participation in the Russo-Japanese War of
1904-1905, during which as many as 3,342 doctors — 978 army doctors and 2,364
reserve doctors — served in the Russian army. They were assisted by an additional

% 0.B. Yncrakos, HdesrensHocts Poccuiickoro obmectBa Kpacnoro Kpecra B Boopys>keHHBIX
koH(muKkTax (1867-1917 rr.)’, Ilymo k mupy u 6esonactocmu, no. 1(54) (2018), p. 227.

3 TIC3PU-CB, vol. 54, part 2 (Caukrt-Ilerep6ypr, 1881), no. 59877.

¥ 0.B. Yucrskos, HesarensHocts Poceniickoro obmectsa’, p. 228.

4 POKKMO/I, pp. 20-22.

41 Tbid., pp. 22-23, 131.

42 Tbid., pp. 24-27; JI.A. ITaxomoBa, ‘CTaHOBJIEHNE 11 PasBUTIE OOLIVH cecTep MUIocepaus B Poc-
cun B KoHie XIX - B Havane XX Bexa’, Teonoeuueckuii secmuux Cmonenckoti IIpasocnasHoil
Hyxosnoti Cemunapuu, no. 2(7) (2020), p. 60.
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360 doctors of the Russian Red Cross Society (including 11 women doctors) and
1,487 sisters of mercy.** Among others, a representative of the aristocracy, the
future first Russian professor of surgery, Dr Vera Gedroits, went to the front as
a volunteer.** It must be stressed that the number of doctors, and even more so
the number of sisters scattered both near the frontline and behind it, was far too
insufficient. Suffice it to mention that a hospital train carrying 800-1,000 sick
and wounded soldiers was attended to by two or three sisters, who worked over and
above their physical and mental endurance while being exposed to all manner of
illnesses.*> The unfolding events of the war at the time in Port Arthur, the main
Russian Pacific Fleet base, were described in memoirs* by the highly experienced
sister of mercy in matters of medical assistance, Olga von Baumgarten of the
Society of St. George.”” Her 80-strong unit dispatched to the Far East included,
apart from 11 sisters, e.g. five physicians, nine medical students, 50 paramedics,
and two feldshers. The unit was to set up an infirmary in Port Arthur for 200 sick
(to be divided into two parts, the surgical and the therapy sections) and a small
infirmary for STD patients. According to Olga von Baumgarten, many indicated
that the medical unit assigned was too large for the 200 sick.*® These opinions were
quickly proved wrong as a field hospital of a similar size was soon to be launched
aboard the passenger ship Mongolia,*” leased by the Russian Red Cross Society
from the Chinese Railroad Society. Another vessel, the Kazan, was adopted for
a similar purpose; it could accommodate as many as 1,000 sick and wounded yet
was attended by only two sisters of mercy.”

Soon, the Russian Red Cross Society was involved in the medical and sanitary
aid to the states taking part in the Balkan Wars 1912-1913. Disregarding their
political sympathies with the countries involved in these conflicts - Montenegro,

4 E. Ilaenos, Ha JJanvnem Bocmoke 6 1905 200y. VM3 nabniodenuil 80 épemsi 80iltvl ¢ Anoneil
(Cankr-Tlerep6ypr, 1907), pp. 370-372.

4 See more: B.I. Xnonos, 1[eem xusnu Genviti (Bpsauck, 2011), pp. 76-90.

45 K.B. 3opus, ‘MeaniuHCcKast AeATeNIbHOCTb COTPYAHNKOB MOCKOBCKIX OOLMH cecTep MIUTOCEPAN
Ha [lanbHeM Bocroke (1904-1905)°, [JanvHesocmounuiti meduyuHckuti xypHan, no. 2 (2015),
pp. 122-126.

4 [0O.A. pou-Baymrapren], B ocaxcdenrom ITopm-Apmype. [Inesnux cecmpoi munocepoust O.A. Ppon-
-Baymeapmen (Cankt-Iletepbypr, 1906).

47 Olga von Baumgarten had ample experience as far as medical care for the sick and wounded
frontline soldiers went. In 1899-1900, she was part of a 33-strong unit (nine sisters of mercy -
four of the Society of St George, four - of the Alexandrovsky Society and one volunteer) dis-
patched to the Boer state, or the South African Republic, commonly known as the Transvaal.
The purpose of the mission was to provide medical aid to the Boer troops then at war with the
English. The trip was described in Sister von Baumgarten memoirs, soon to come out in print
in the Russian Empire, see: ead., Bocnomunanus o Tpanceaane cecmput munocepous OOuiumol
cs. T'eopeust O. pon-baymeapmen. 1899-1900 (Caukr-Ilerep6bypr, 1901).

4 [O.A. pon-Baymrapren], B ocaxmodennom ITopm-Apmype, p. 7.

¥ Tbid., pp. 5-10.

50 Ibid., p. 14.
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Bulgaria, Serbia, Greece, and Turkey - the Russian authorities then sent 66 doctors,
18 clerks, two pharmacists, 142 sisters of mercy, and 234 paramedics. In addition,
means of transport to carry the sick and wounded, as well as medical supplies,
were sent to Bulgaria. The total cost of aid to the warring parties amounted to
826,682 roubles.”!

Table 2. Medical support of the Russian Red Cross Society for the states participating in the
Balkan Wars, 1912-1913

Type of medical support provided
State - - - Total number of hospital
Number of infirmaries (I) | Number of beds in each and infirmary beds
or hospitals (H) infirmary or hospital

Montenegro 21 50 100
1H 200

Bulgaria 550
71 50
1H 200

Serbia 450
51 50

Greece 21 50 100

Turkey 11 50 50
2H 400

All states 1250
171 850

Source: Ouepxk 803HUKHOBeHUs U dessmenvHocmu Poccuiickozo Obuecmea Kpactozo Kpecma (Cankr-Ilerep6ypr,
1913), pp. 38-39.

The First World War proved the greatest challenge for the Russian Empire
and the Russian Red Cross Society in providing adequate medical aid for their
own troops. Until 1912, the number of sisters of mercy in the Russian Empire
ready to be dispatched to provide medical assistance to sick and wounded soldiers
was ¢. 3,500.>2 In 1914, shortly before the outbreak of the war, the Community
of St George had the largest number of sisters - 1,603, closely followed by the
Petersburg societies, numbering respectively: Community of the Sisters of Charity of
General-Lieutenant M.P. von Kaufman - 952 and Community of Saint Yevgeniya -
465 sisters.”> However, immediately after the start of hostilities, the wife of the then
incumbent Emperor Nicholas II (1894-1917), Empress Alexandra Feodorovna,

> O.B. Yucrsxos, flesrensrocts Poccuiickoro obectsa’, p. 233; Ouepk 803HUKHOBEHUST U Oesi-
menvHocmu, pp. 38-39; JI.A. [TaxomoBa, ‘CraHoBIeHMe 1 pasBuTie’, p. 61.

52 A.C. KonoxoBa, ‘CecTpbl MUTOCEPAIsI B TOLBI PEBOIIOLNN 1 TPOKIAHCKOI BONHEL , Hogetluas
ucmopus Poccuu, no. 1 (2012), p. 91.

5% E.J0. Hypranuesa, ‘O61uHBI cecTep MUIOCEPANs B HEPUOJ, EPBOIl MUPOBOIT BOIHBI (1914
1918)’, Menuyunckas cecmpa, no. 1 (2014), p. 55. More on the activity of the community see:
M.B. ITopny6HbIit, ‘O MEAMIMHCKOI 1 U3AaTEIbCKON AeATeTbHOCTY O6wuHbI cBATOI EBrennn’,
IIpobnemvl couuanvHotl euzetvl, 30paOOXPAHEHUS U UCMOPUU MeduLuHbl, no. 3 (2012), pp. 57-61.
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followed by a great number of representatives of the Russian aristocracy, joined
in the extensive relief effort involving the organisation of hospitals, infirmaries,
hospital trains, and warehouses of medications and linen. The empress herself,
along with her daughters, worked as a sister of mercy in the Red Cross warehouse
she opened in the palace in Tsarskoye Selo, which belonged to the Romanovs.>
This is how Anna Vyrubova, the daughter of the head of His Imperial Majesty’s
Personal Chancellery, a lady-in-waiting, and confidante of Empress Alexandra,
described the daily hospital service performed by the Empress, her daughters,
and herself in 1914:

I will describe one such morning. At half past eight, we drove to the hospital and began
our work - bandaging, most often the severely wounded; the Empress and the Grand
Duchesses were present at all the operations. The Empress, standing behind the surgeon
like any nurse assisting during surgery, handed him sterilised instruments, cotton wool,
and dressings, carried away amputated legs and arms, dressed gangrenous wounds, without
recoiling and enduring with perseverance the smells and horrific sights of a military hospital
during wartime. She explained it to herself by saying she had been born a Sister of Mercy.>

Alexandra Feodorovna and her daughters also sought to encourage and com-
fort the soldiers in the hospital with their presence, as noted in a letter written
in September 1914 by the daughter of Nicholas II, Grand Duchess Anastasia
Romanova: “Mama and my sisters were doing dressings, and Maria [i.e., her sis-
ter - P.K.] and I went to the wounded, spoke with each of them, and one of them
showed me the very large and heavy piece of shrapnel they had removed from
his leg”.>® Representatives of the aristocracy who made significant contributions
to the provision of medical aid to soldiers fighting in the war included the afore-
mentioned Vera Gedroits, who, in addition to her logistical support in the rear
(including the establishment and management of hospitals), took part in direct
service on the south-western front, where she was wounded in January 1918.”

According to official data, in 1916, as many as 17,436 sisters of the Russian
Red Cross Society were dispatched to the frontlines of the First World War. They
represented various Russian relief troops, providing aid in over 2,000 frontline and
backline hospitals, infirmaries, hospital trains, and other designated places. Due
to the acute shortage of frontline doctors, in many cases, the sisters of mercy had

% See more: H.H. Bbroxuna, ‘[esrensHocts cecrep Munocepans Joma PomaHOBbBIX B romsl Ilep-
BOIT MupoBoit BoitHbI (K 100-meTnio Havana [TepBoii MupoBoOIt BOIHBI)', Poccutickuii MeOutuH-
ckuil sypHan, no. 1 (2015), pp. 52-56; JHesnuxosvie 3anucu Benuxux kusxcon Onveu, Mapuu,
Tamvsanov, Anacmacuu u ux nucoma x omuy Umnepamopy Huxonato II (1914-1917), (Mocksa,
2016), p. 9.

% JTneséHukxosvie 3anucu Benukux KHA®OH, p. 14.

% Ibid., p. 26.

7 B.I. Xnomos, Lleem xusnu Genviii, pp. 146-149; M. Chlipala, ‘Ksiezna wojskowej chirurgii -
Wiera Giedroj¢’, Medical Tribune, no. 12 (2019), pp. 76-80.
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to assume these physicians’ duties and add them to their own.*® For example, in
hospitals, one sister attended to as many as 15 seriously ill patients, and in sur-
gery wards, one sister was in charge of as many as 25-30 patients. In addition,
during each shift, each of them had to perform unexpected and urgent medical
tasks (bandaging, vaccinations, etc.) for around 100-150 sick and wounded.”
Without doubt, the initiative taken in the mid-nineteenth century by members
of the ruling family and representatives of the Russian aristocracy to establish com-
munities of the sisters of mercy was a laudable and, at the same time, utilitarian
measure in terms of providing care to the sick and wounded soldiers of the army of
the Russian Empire. Over the years, ever-new communities of sisters of mercy were
established there, joined by women from other social strata who followed the exam-
ple set by women of noble birth. At the outbreak of war, they were sent to the front,
where they shared all the hardships and hazards, providing medical assistance to
soldiers. Many of them were also deployed to hospitals in the rear. Frequently, their
enormous sacrifice led to illnesses and even death. The unencumbered activity of
such vital communities of sisters of mercy continued in Russia until the October
Revolution of 1917. When the communists took power, members of the communi-
ties of mercy, including the sisters, were harassed and persecuted, and the institu-
tions themselves were either dissolved or taken over by the new state authorities.*

Przykiad wyzszych sfer — rosyjskie siostry milosierdzia na frontach
wojennych w XIX i XX wieku (do 1918 r.)

Streszczenie

Artykul poswiecony jest postudze sidstr milosierdzia, dzialajacych w ramach Czerwonego
Krzyza, w konfliktach zbrojnych z (bezposrednim lub wspierajagcym) udziatem Imperium Rosyj-
skiego od XIX w. do konca I wojny $wiatowej. Inicjatywa podjeta w potowie XIX stulecia przez

8 E.I0. Hypramuesa, ‘O6muHbl cecrep Mumtoceppus’, pp. 54-55. See also: A. Drozdowska,
‘Kobiety a dzialalno$¢ Czerwonego Krzyza na ziemiach polskich zaboru rosyjskiego w latach
1914-1916 na podstawie wspomnien lekarza Czerwonego Krzyza oraz Laury de Turczynowicz’,
Czasopismo Naukowe Instytutu Studiéw Kobiecych, no. 1(2) (2027), pp. 73-91. In December
1914, as many as 800 military infirmaries were opened in Moscow alone, see: A.Jl. Ilabirny,
O./. IlansirnHa, ‘TInporos u cectpuHckKoe aeno B Poccun’, Becmuux Hayuonanvrozo Meduxo-
-xupypeuneckozo Llenmpa um. H.J. ITupoeosa, vol. 15, no. 3, part 1 (2020), p. 102, DOI: 10.25881/
BPNMSC.2020.80.31.018.

A.B. Acraiuos, ‘Cectpsl Muocepaus B rofsl [1lepBoit MUPOBOIT BOIIHBL: TIOBCEFHEBHOCTD U TPYL,
Becmnux PITY. Cepus: JTumepamyposederue. Asvikosnanue. Kynomyponoeus, vol. 10 (2020),
pp. 123, https://doi.org/10.28995/2686-7249-2020-10-118-134.

E.H. Kosnosuesa, ‘Cyzgpba 06muH cecrep Muocepaus mocie 1917 roga Ha npumepe MOCKBBL,
in: IIpasocnasmuie 6pamcmea 6 ucmopuu Poccuu. K 100-nemuto 6033eéanus nampuapxa Tuxona 06
06pazosanuu 0yxosHvix c0t0306. CoopHuk HayuHbix mpyoos, ed. FO.B. bamakimnnza, C.B. CMupHOB,
vol. 1 (Mocksa, 2018), pp. 189-199.
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czlonkéw rodziny panujacej i przedstawicieli rosyjskiej arystokracji w celu zatozenia wspdlnot
siéstr milosierdzia miata na celu pomoc ubogim, sierotom, wdowom i chorym. Obejmowato
to chorych i rannych Zohierzy powracajacych z frontéw, ktérzy nie byli juz zdolni do czynnej
stuzby. Ci ostatni wymagali réwniez bezposredniej pomocy na linii frontu. W rezultacie przez
lata w Imperium Rosyjskim powstawaly kolejne wspdlnoty sidstr mitosierdzia, do ktérych
dotaczaty kobiety z innych warstw spotecznych, nasladujace przyklad rosyjskich arystokratek.
W chwili wybuchu wojny zostaly one przydzielone do szpitali i infirmerii na froncie lub wystane
do opieki nad chorymi i rannymi Zolnierzami na tytach wojsk. Ceng, jakg placily za swoja
stuzbe, byta czesto choroba, a nawet §mier¢. Nieograniczona dziatalnos¢ zywotnych wspdlnot
siéstr milosierdzia trwala w Rosji az do rewolucji pazdziernikowej 1917 r.

[lo npuMepy BHCIIHX COCJIOBUH — PYCCKHE CEeCTpPH MHIIOCEPOHs
Ha BOeHHHIX QpoHTax B XIX u XX BB. (fo 1918 r.)

AbBcTpakT

B crarbe paccMaTpyBaeTcs yUacTHe B BOOPYXEHHBIX KOHPIMKTAX CeCTEP MUIOCEPAVsL, feli-
cTBoBaBIINX B coctaBe KpacHoro Kpecra. B kOH(/MKTaX, B KOTOPBIX HEIIOCPEACTBEHHO y4a-
crBoBana Poccmiickas nmnepys (WM TONMbKO MOAAep)K1Baa), HaunHas ¢ XIX Bexa 1 10 KOHITa
Ilepsoit muposoii BoitHbl. [Ipepnpunaras B cepepune XIX Beka 4neHaMy MMIEPATOPCKOI
CeMbM U TIPEeJCTABUTEIAMU PYCCKOI apMCTOKPATIM, MHULIMATIBA CO3IaHMA OOIMH CecTEp
MmIocepsys OblTa HalpaB/ieHa Ha NOMOINb OelHbIM, CHpOTaM, BioBaM 1 60mbHBIM. K nepe-
YJCTIEHHBIM KaTeTOPUAM OTHOCMINCH 1 OOJIbHBIE U PaHEHbIe COJATHI, BO3BPAIIAIOLIIeCs
¢ ¢ppoHTa, yTpaTMBIINE CHOCOOHOCTD K aKTUBHOI CIy>K0e B apmun. ITocefHnM TaKkke HeIo-
CpenicTBeHHO TpeboBamach IoMollb Ha ¢ppoHTe. B pesynbrare, co BpemeHeM, B Poccuiickoii
UMIIEPUH CO3[jaBA/IVICh HOBBIE CECTPUHCKME OOLIVHBI, 1, TI0 IPUMepPY fjaM 6/1arOpOJHOrO IIpo-
MCXOX/IEHVA, K HMM TIPYCOeAVHIINCH U )KeHIIMHBI U3 APYTUX cocnoBuit. C HavyasoM BOJHBI
OHJ HAIIPAB/IA/NCH BO (PPOHTOBBIE TOCIIMTAIIN ¥ /1a3aPEThl, @ TAK)Ke B ThII B ITYHKTHI YXO7a 32
OO/IPHBIMM M paHEeHbIMU ConpaTamMiu. JacTo OHM paclIadMBaIiCh 3a CBOIO CIyXOy 60mesHAMM
U ke cCOOCTBEHHON >k13HbI0. CTO/b BaykHasA 1A 00IeCTBa, CBOOOIHAA [eATeIbHOCTD OOIINH
cecrep MWIOCepAusA coxpaHmnach B Poccyn Binoth o OKTaA6pbckoit pesomonym 1917 1.
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