
privatisation of common lands and led to the systematic criminalisation of customary practices.
These tensions and debates were sublimated by the formulation of the 1877 forest law, liberalising
timber trade in the region. However, in a paradoxical historical turn, by the early 1890s the expan-
sion of the railway network – directly related to the timber trade – marked the end of the competi-
tive advantage of the Cadore region conferred by its proximity to the Piave river, and inaugurated a
season of forced migrations for former commoners.

Overall, Giacomo Bonan’s book should be considered a valuable contribution to the field of
Italian studies and to contemporary Italian historiography as it provides a detailed historical
account of the social and environmental consequences of woodland privatisations in the Italian
peninsula during the first half of the nineteenth century. Moreover, this book also constitutes an
important contribution to the growth of environmental history in Europe, in spite of its upstream
localised perspective. While today scholarship in environmental history is increasingly focusing
on global narratives aimed at understanding complex natural processes beyond political and insti-
tutional borders, The State in the Forest reminds us about the importance of local history as a tool to
understand the consequences of epistemic socio-environmental transformations that still permeate
our daily reality.

Claudio de Majo
Rachel Carson Center for Environment and Society,

Ludwig Maximilian University of Munich
claudiodemajo@mailfence.com
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La guerra per il Mezzogiorno. Italiani, borbonici e briganti, 1860–1870, by CARMINE PINTO,
Bari-Roma, Editori Laterza, 2019, 496 pp., €23.85 (hardback), ISBN 978-88-581-3531-0

The historiography of the ‘great brigandage’ in southern Italy in the 1860s has undergone several
phases over the past 60 years. The initial outburst of studies was dominated, between the 1960s and
the 1980s, on the one hand by Liberal historians such as Giuseppe Galasso and Alfonso Scirocco,
who viewed Italian national unification as a positive outcome, and on the other by Marxist histor-
ians such as Gaetano Cingari, who interpreted the ‘great brigandage’ as a social revolt and a peas-
ant war. The Marxist school culminated with Franco Molfese’s Storia del brigantaggio dopo
l’Unità (1964), still considered the best monograph on the subject. More recently, another
major outburst of studies has occurred since the 2000s, partly, in the case of professional historians
such as Francesco Gaudioso and others, as a result of the influence of the new historiography of the
Mezzogiorno, and partly, in the case of non-professional historians such as Gigi Di Fiore, as a con-
sequence of popular attempts to revisit, often polemically, the narrative of Italian national unifica-
tion as a historical catastrophe for southern Italy. Many of the former, especially Salvatore Lupo,
John Davis, and Carmine Pinto, have talked about the ‘great brigandage’ as a civil war, beginning a
new phase of studies that has analysed the southern Italian conflict of the 1860s as a complex phe-
nomenon, with political, social, and economic elements entangled in a guerrilla warfare that
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witnessed the participation of different interest groups fighting for the control of theMezzogiorno
during the first ten costly years of existence of the Italian nation.

Much as Molfese’s exhaustive study epitomised the Marxist season of historiography of the
‘great brigandage’, Pinto’s La guerra per il Mezzogiorno is an encyclopaedic work that takes
into account the nuances and insights of the past 50 years of scholarship and provides an interpret-
ation that reflects the current prevalent view of the subject among historians. One of the novelties of
Pinto’s work is that his book has attempted a general interpretative synthesis of the ‘great
brigandage’ based on long and painstaking research in a number of different archives, not just
the Italian Army Archive in Rome or the State Archives in Naples, but also several southern
Italian regional archives. In his book, Pinto has integrated effectively the evidence coming from
the many archival sources he has consulted with those from a number of important published
primary sources and from fundamental works written by historians, in order to create an extremely
engaging and detailed account. Pinto’s account is partly a chronicle of the most important
developments and partly an interpretation of all the major issues agitating southern Italy in its
tormented relationship with the new Italian nation in the crucial decade of the 1860s.

The result is an extraordinary work organised in nine chapters, plus one Epilogo, through
which the reader can follow and understand clearly how Italian unification and the defeat of the
Bourbons led to the rise of the legitimist struggle to put the Bourbon King Francis II back on
the southern Italian throne, and how this, in turn, led to the beginning of the ‘great brigandage’.
As he details the contours of this complex narrative, Pinto provides an account of southern Italy
in the 1860s which is both chronological and thematic (chapters 1–5). In subsequent chapters,
he shows the importance of distinguishing different phases within the ‘great brigandage’, his ana-
lytical interpretation of a fundamentally multi-layered phenomenon evident in the chapter titles
(‘The War of Ideas’, ‘The Combatants War’, ‘The Civilians War’, ‘The War of the Nation’).
Interestingly, Pinto always provides accounts from both the point of view of the pro-Italian forces
and that of the pro-Bourbon forces, while showing how different dimensions came together in the
southern Italian conflict: the tactical and strategic element of the war, the ideological element, the
political element, and the nationalist dimension.

Even though it was a type of irregular guerrilla warfare, rather than a war fought by regular
armies on the battlefield, brigandage was a large-scale phenomenon that affected most of southern
Italy, forcing the Italian government to put ‘over 360,000 men’ from the Italian army and
the National Guard in the field by 1863 (p. 350). Its influence was also felt outside Italy, as
European conservatives rushed to join the legitimist camp and fight for the Bourbons.
Ultimately, Pinto argues that the brigands followed ‘ancien régime social models and mind-sets’
(p. 266), and therefore that they were somewhat relics of the past, attached, as they were, to the two
poles of the Bourbon king and the Church, for both of which they claimed to fight. In line with
current historiography, Pinto argues that the brigands ‘did not want to destroy the socio-economic
order… rather they extolled the more simple and traditional values of society, starting with religion
… and thus, without concrete political aims, they could not compete with the powerful imaginary
of Italian nationalism’ (p. 266). Thus, Pinto makes an opposite claim to Molfese, and, since he
cites him in his footnotes in the above section, it would have been interesting to see him engaging
with Molfese’s interpretation in more depth.

In sum, for Pinto, both the cause of Bourbon legitimism and brigandage never had a chance
against the political and social forces that advocated Italian unification in southern Italy. Partly,
this was because the total number of fighting brigands – leaving aside all the non-fighting suppor-
ters – was probably only 20,000, and they also lacked the Italian army’s training, coordination,
organisation, and leadership. But partly, and perhaps more importantly, the reason was that ‘the
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supporters of unification who had taken over the southern Italian institutions in 1860 by involving
[in their cause] the local political groups, succeeded in tipping to their own advantage the balance
in the conflict for the control and consensus of the civilian population. The Italian national move-
ment combined together a strategy of social integration, political mobilisation, and military action’
(p. 322). As a consequence, despite the fact that there was widespread brutality in warfare on both
sides, the brigands found themselves increasingly isolated, because their targets were mostly
southern Italian civilians and the nature and motivation of their action was often just criminal.
Perhaps Pinto could have expanded his treatment of female brigands, drawing on several recent
works on the subject, such as those by Maurizio Restivo, Simona De Luna, and Domenico
Scafoglio. He could also have paid more attention to the recent works of historians based outside
Italy – such as Pierre-Yves Manchon and Simon Sarlin, among others. All the same, there is little
doubt that this is an extraordinary work, a worthy successor of Molfese’s book, and a perfect
complement to it, and a study which will likely become one of the fundamental works on the
‘great brigandage’ in southern Italy in the 1860s.

Enrico Dal Lago
National University of Ireland Galway

enrico.dallago@nuigalway.ie
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Mussolini’s Nation-Empire: Sovereignty and Settlement in Italy’s Borderlands, 1922–1943,
by ROBERTA PERGHER, Cambridge, Cambridge University Press, 2017, xi + 286 pp., £78.99
(hardback), ISBN 978-1-1084-19741

Recent historical and cultural scholarship on Italian Fascism has demonstrated how anxieties over
hybridity informed anti-miscegenation policies in the East African colonies, as well as
anti-Semitism in both the metropole and Italy Overseas (Italia Oltremare). Ironically, as
Roberta Pergher’s pioneering monograph Mussolini’s Nation-Empire: Sovereignty and
Settlement in Italy’s Borderlands, 1922–1943, evidences, the very state formation in which
such policies and fears flourished was itself a hybrid: what Pergher deems a ‘nation-empire’.
Building on the insights of work on new imperial histories, settler colonialism, and the interwar
international legal order, Pergher argues persuasively that ‘Fascism was not an outlier in the history
of European imperialism’ (p. 252) even as she highlights its distinctive features. She does so
through an innovative comparison of Fascist settlement policies in two ‘borderlands’: Libya and
South Tyrol (Alto Adige/Südtirol). Despite the seeming incommensurability of these two territor-
ies – the first a colony that, after 1938, was directly incorporated into Italy and the second a territory
‘redeemed’ and joined to Italy after the First WorldWar – Pergher convincingly details how shared
logics of legitimacy and sovereignty united these lands. Both regions had long histories as (other)
imperial borderlands: Libya as the edge of the Ottomans’North African territories and South Tyrol
as part of the Habsburg Empire. In deeming both areas key ‘borderlands’ within Fascist Italy,
Pergher contends, ‘[t]he concept of borderlands thus denotes a zone of “indeterminacy” in the
ways that sovereignty is perceived, experienced, and enacted’ (p. 16).

By focusing on Italy’s need to shore up sovereignty in contested or tenuous spaces, Pergher
rightly refuses to take Fascist Italy’s rhetorical justifications of ‘demographic colonisation’ at
face value. In urging territorial expansion, both liberal and Fascist proponents of colonialism
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