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The master-narrative our era is 
most familiar with, that the war 
was futile, a pointless waste of 

civilians’ and soldiers’ lives and the 
consequence of selfish disputes 
among political leaders, was not 
adopted until roughly a decade 

after the war ended. 









Even though most of the best-known 
writers’ works fit the master-

narrative—that the war was futile—
there are so many differences in how 

they express that futility.  To categorize 
First World War literature as either 
anti-war or pro-war simplifies the 

complex responses various authors 
presented. 













An author need not have served in 
the war to produce a meaningful, 

even profound work.  Literature by 
individuals removed from the war 
by one, two, or more generations 

may be just as valuable—if not 
more so—than literature written by 
those who participated in the war. 











The best literature of the First 
World War indicates forcefully that 

no clear closure can be placed 
upon the war.  Treating the dead 

victims as heroes is neither honest 
or consoling when the number of 

losses is in the millions.  Grief 
cannot be expressed for so many. 








