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KacaloTcsd CKpBITOTO M J0 CHUX TIOp HEJOOLEHEHHOTO COIMOKYJIBTYPHOIO  BIUSHUS
JIOPEBOIIIONIMOHHOM Poccuu Ha, Ka3amoch Obl, COBEPIICHHO OCOOBIN M OTIIMYHBIA OT HEE «COBETCKUN
MHUP».

Knrouesvle cnosa: Benukas poccuiickas peBororus, OkTsaOpbckas peostonusi, B.W. Jlenun,
HDII, coBerckoe nmpaBo, COBETCKUI LIUPK, KOMCOMOJI, BOCTOYHAS KEHIIMHA.

Abstract. The collective monograph makes a new attempt to rethink the Russian revolution as a
‘historical divide’ between eras in Russian and world history. The authors come to the conclusion
that the revolutionary transformation of Russia went far beyond the borders of 1917, capturing not
only the Russian Civil War, but also the first decade of Soviet power. The most important and
valuable observations relate to the hidden and still underestimated socio-cultural influence of pre-
revolutionary Russia on the seemingly completely special ‘Soviet world’.

Key words: The Great Russian Revolution, the October Revolution, Vladimir Lenin, NEP,
Soviet law, Soviet circus, Komsomol, Eastern woman

B nocnennue rojipl npodiaemMa XpoHOJIOTHYECKMX PaMOK POCCUMCKOW PEBOIIOLUN
BHOBB NIPUBJIEKACT BHUMaHUE UCTOPUKOB. Harnsqueiii mokasaTenb — Ha3BaHUsl (QyH-
JTAMEHTAJIBHBIX Pa0OT, BHIMIEAIMX K CToJeTUr0 peBojtonuu B 2016-2018 rr. Mapk
CreiinOepr B mousatue «Pycckas peBomronus» BKIIOUMI U pepoftonuio 1905 1., u
TepByto MEPOBYIO BoiiHY'. CTuBeH CMHT MOCUHTAN, YTO PEBOIIOIMOHHBIMHU 1O CBO-
el cyTH ObLIM M TOJbI, MpeiIiecTBoBaBIIME peBoouu 1905 r., u nepBoe aecsTuiie-
THE I0CJIe MPHX0/a GONBIIEBHKOB K BiacTH . JhkoHaTan CMHJI CMECTHI aKIEHT C
POCCHMCKON PEBOJIIOLMUA HAa POCCUMCKYIO ['pakIaHCKYIO0 BOMHY, TOYHEE — HA «pycC-
CKHE» TPaKJIaHCKHE BOMHBI, KOUX, IO MHEHHIO HccienoBatens, B 1916—1926 rr. ObI-
J10 HecKombKko . B 2020 r. BbImen cGOPHHK 0 «GOJIBIIEBUCTCKOI PEBOIOLHI, KOTO-
pasi, M0 MHEHHMIO aBTOPOB, ITPOJOJIKANACh BIUIOTh N0 Hadasna Benukon OtedecTBEH-
HO# BOJHBI'. VIHBIMH CITOBAMH, TO, YTO paHee Ha3bIBAIOCH «IPEAIIOCHUIKAMI U «II0-
CJICICTBUSIMUY PEBOJIIOIINH, HBIHE BCE Yallle TOHUMAETCS KakK 4acTh ee Longue durée
(6OMBIIIOM ATHTEILHOCTH) .

! Steinberg M. The Russian Revolution, 1905-1921. — Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017.

? Smith S.A. Russia in Revolution: An Empire in Crisis, 1890 to 1928. — Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 2018.

3 Smele J. The "Russian' Civil Wars, 1916-1926: Ten Years That Shook the World. — Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2017.

* The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution: Illiberal Liberation, 1917-1941 // edited by
L. Douds, J. Harris, P. Whitewood. — London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2020.

> Palmer B.D., Sangster J. The Distinctive Heritage of 1917: Resuscitating Revolution’s
Longue Durée // Socialist Register. — 2016. — Vol. 53. Rethinking Revolution. — P. 22-56.
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ABTOpBI peleH3UPYEMON KOJIIEKTUBHON MOHOTpapuu CIAEAYIOT YKa3aHHBIM TEH-
JEHIUSAM U MPEANPUHUMAIOT MONBITKY NEPEOCMBICTUTh 1917 roj kak ucTopuyeckui
pyOeX M HaWBBICIIYIO TOUKY peBojroiuu. LlenTpansHoe MecTo B MOHOTpaduu 3aHu-
MaeT mpodiieMa B3aUMOCBSI3U M IPEEMCTBEHHOCTH MOJIUTHUYECKUX, COLMAIBHBIX U
DKOHOMHUYECKUX CUCTEM, CIIOKUBILIUXCS J0 M MOCIIE PEBOIIOLUU. Bo BeTyuieHuu pe-
AakTopel MOHOrpaduu DHau YunnumoTr u Martuac HolimanH oTMeTHiIH, 4TO U ce-
TOJIHSI POCCUIMCKAsl PEBOIIOLMS IO-TIPEKHEMY IPOJOKAET BOCIHPUHUMATBCSA Kak
pe3kuil 1 0e3BO3BpPaTHBINM Pa3pbIB C MPOLULIBIM. MeXTy TeM, UCTOPHs PEBOJIIOLMNA
XX BEka HaIAIHO AEMOHCTPUPYET, YTO IOJHOCTBIO MPEOAOJIETh KyJIbTYPHbIE KOH-
LENIUK, TpaAuLuu U 00bIYay, JIEKaBIINE B OCHOBE JIOPEBOIIOIMOHHOIO OOIIECTBA,
HE YJaJoCh HU B OJHOW cTpaHe. B meTadopuyeckoM CMBbICIIE PEBOJIOLUIO aBTOPBI
ITIOHMMAIOT KaK «II€PEBOPAYMBAHKE NTOYBBI IIPH BCHAIIKE», KOTIa « ‘HOBOE” YKOPEHS-
eTCS B PasNararomeMcs, Ho Bee elie yaoopsommeM “crapom’™’.

Poccuiickast peBOJIIOLIHS B 9TOM CMBICIIE IIPEACTABIIIETCSA aBTOPAM KaK XpecToMa-
TAWHBIA ITPUMEP OTPOMHOTO BIMSHUS PEBOJIOLUMOHHOW PUTOPUKU HAa BOCIPUITHE
HCTOPUKAMU LIEJION 3MOXU. Y TBEpKACHUE OOJIbIIEBUKOB, YTO OHM HAYMHAIOT UCTO-
PHIO YEJIOBEUECTBA «C YHCTOTO JIMCTA», 0€3 OIISIIKK Ha MPOIUIOE, 10 CUX MOp MpH-
HUMAETCs Ha Bepy, 3a4acTylo — 0€3 JOJKHOW J0JIM KPUTUKHU U 0e3 yuyeTta Oosiee miu-
pokoro koHTekcta. HemponopunoHalibHO 00Jb11I0€ BHUMAHUE K COOBITUSIM MUMEHHO
1917 rona He MO3BOJISIIO A0 CHUX TMOP YBHUJETh BECh CIEKTP (haKTOPOB ycriexa 00Jib-
LIEBUKOB, 1a U caM 1917 rox «sBisieTcs HENMPaBWIBHOW OTIPABHOM TOYKOW IS MOJI-
HOI'0 aHaJIM3a COLMAIBHOIO, KYJIbTYPHOTO, IOJIUTHYECKOIO U SKOHOMHUYECKOTO pas3-
BUTHS GOJIBIIEBUCTCKOTO TIPOEKTAa M COBETCKOTO COIMAIM3Ma» . BMecte ¢ TeM, He
cienyeT abCOoNMIOTU3UPOBATh OMBIT MPOLUIOr0 U 3TUM MPUHUKATH 3HAYUMOCTH IOCY-
JAPCTBEHHBIX MPOEKTOB, BOZHUKIINX W3 OTHS PEBOJIOLMM, TaK KaK CTAPOE U HOBOE
«4aCTO TIEPEeCceKaroTCs, BMECTe BiIHsAs Ha (DOPMUPOBAHHE MHpa BOKpYT Hacy'. CTpe-
MSICh YHUTH OT «OMHAPHBIX KOHUENIMI M YKOPEHUBIIMXCS WHTEPIPETALIMOHHBIX pa-
MOK»’, aBTOPBI KOJUIGKTHBHOH MOHOTrpadHH MBITAIOTCS MOKA3aTh POCCHIACKYIO PEBO-
JIOLMIO HE KaK COOBITHE, a KaK JJIMTENbHBIM M CIOXKHBIM mpouecc TpaHchopMaiiu
poccuiickoro o01ecTBa U Bcero Mupa B Hayane XX Beka.

Monorpadus COCTOUT U3 JIEBSITH IJ1aB, IOBECTBYIOIIUX 00 MJIEOJIOTMYECKUX, MO~
JUTUYECKUX U KYJIbTYPHBIX OCHOBAHMSIX COBETCKOI'O IOCYJAapCTBEHHOIO CTpOs. AB-
TOPHI OOBETUHUIIUCH C OOIIEH IENIbI0 — MOHSTh, KAKUE TITYOMHHBIE TPOIECCHI B J10-
peBostonMoHHOM Poccuu nersiiv B OCHOBY OOJIbIIEBM3MA W CHENATM BO3MOXHBIM

® Willimott A., Neumann M. Crossing the divide: tradition, rupture, and modernity in revolu-
tionary Russia // Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide. — London, New York:
Routledge, 2018. — P. 2.

7 Willimott A., Neumann M. Crossing the divide. — P. 2.

8 Willimott A., Neumann M. Crossing the divide. — P 10.

? Willimott A., Neumann M. Crossing the divide. — P. 17.
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npuxo/1 OOJIBIIEBUKOB K BIACTHU. | J1aBbl MOHOTpaduu ObLIN pa3eieHbl Ha IBE YaCTH:
«HoBoe rocynapctso, mporuioe u Hapoa» (“The new state, the past, and the people”)
(rmaBe1 1-4) u «Hapon, nporutoe u HoBoe TocyaapctBo» (“The people, the past, and
the new state”) (rmaBbl 5—9). HecMoTpst Ha TOYTH OJMHAKOBBIC Ha3BaHUS, 00€ YacTH
(GOKyCUPYIOTCS Ha Pa3HBIX CIOXKETaX PEBOJIIOIIMOHHOIO Tpoliecca. B mepBoi vactu
pedb UACT O TOM, KaK OOJBIIIEBUKH MBITAUCH U3MEHUTH MTOJIMTUYECKHE, COIUATTLHBIC
U KYJbTYpPHBIE TPAKTUKHU B PEBOIFOLMOHHONW Poccuy M HACKOJIBKO pe3yJIbTaT OKa3al-
Csl TAJIEK OT 3aAyMaHHOTO. Bo BTOPOI1 4acTH aKLEHT CMEILEH Ha JIO/IEH, B HEH rOBO-
PUTCS O TOM, KaK «OTJEIbHBIC JIMIIA, COLMAJIbHBIE M MPO(PECCHOHANBHBIE TPYIIIbI
CTAJIKUBAJIUCh W B3aUMOJICUCTBOBAIM C (DOPMUPYIOMIMMCS COBETCKUM TOCYJIApCT-
BOMY .

B niepBoii rnase Apu I'errr'' 3aaetcst Bonpocamu rouemy, B Kakoil (opMe i Kak
JOJITO pyCCKasi JOPEBOJIIOLMOHHAS MOJUTHYECKAasl KyJbTypa CYIIECTBOBaja IOCHE
peBomonuu 1917 1. [lo MHEHHIO aBTOpa, BaKHBIE AJIEMEHTHI MOJUTUYECKON KYJIbTY-
PBI IEPEKUITU PEBOIIOIIMOHHBIE MTOTPSICEHUS, 00pETs HOBbIE (POPMBI U JPyrUe Ha3Ba-
HusA. CoObiTust 1917 rona OKOHYATENbHO YHUYTOXWIM «JIETMTUMHOCTH MPABIICHUS
0JIarOpoJIHOM 3HATH B TaHJIEME C MOHapXHel, oOnaaaromieid OOKECTBEHHBIM IIpa-
BoM» 2. OmHAKO OTMeHa (OPMAIBHEIX MPAB OJHUX COMPOBOXKIATACH (AKTHUCCKOIL
nepeaaven uX APyruM — TeM, KTo mpuien K BiaacTu. OObsBIECHUE paBEHCTBA MIPaB U
CBOOOJ HE OTMEHWJIO NOSIBJICHUS HOBOM OJUTapXuu, HOBOTO «IBOPSIHCTBA» YXE€ B
MepBbIE TOJIbI TTOCJIE OOJBIIEBUCTCKON PEBOIONMHU. SApKuM npuMepoM ['eTTu cunrtaet
COIMAJIBHBIN CTaTYC «CTApbIX OOJIBIIEBUKOBY», KOTOPHIE MOCJE PEBOIIOIUU OBICTPO
MPEBPATUIIMCh B 3aMKHYTYIO M MOTYLIECTBEHHYIO KacTy. Teppop 1937-1938 rr. aB-
TOp paccMaTpHUBAET MPEXK/E Bcero kak 60ppr0y CTalivHa ¢ TPUBUIICTUSIMHU U UCKITIO-
YUTEIIbHBIM TIOJIO)KEHUEM 3TOM «HOBOW 3HaTW». B camom mosiBneHuu ee l'eTtu He
BUJIUT HUYETO HEOOBIYHOTO. BbUI0 OBl YIUBUTENBHO, €CIM Obl OOJBIIEBUKU (U pyC-
CKHE B IIEJIOM) «BHE3AITHO M3MEHUJINChH, MMOJTHOCTHIO OTKA3aBIIUCh OT CBOEH ThICSYE-
JIETHEH MOJUTUYECKOU KyanprI»B. Eme oqauM npuMepoM HEpa3OpBaHHOU CBSI3H C
MPOLLIBIM aBTOP CUMTAET AUCKYCCHH B OOJILIIEBUCTCKOM PYKOBOCTBE MO BOMPOCY O
cynp0Oe Tena Jlennna B 1924 r. Y1Bepxknaas, uto B Poccumn «Teno» MoHapxa Bceraa
CUMBOJIM3UPOBAJIO TOCYJAapCTBO, I'€TTH HAacTauBaeT, 4To Oajab3aMHpPOBAHUE U «yBe-
KOBeurBaHMe» Tena JIeHnHa ObIJI0 HE0OXO0IMMO ISl ISTUTUMAITUHN PEXHMa B MacCO-
BOM CO3HAHUU. BOJIbIIEBUKY HEOCO3HAHHO CIIE0BAIMU MOJUTUYECKON TpaauIuU, KO-
TOpast HAILICNTHIBAIA UM, 2 OHH YTO-TO CIIBIIIAIN, HO HE TOHMMAJIH, YTO UMEHHO» .

' Willimott A., Neumann M. Crossing the divide. — P. 18.

"' Getty A.J. The problem of persistence // Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical
Divide. — P. 23-45.

'2 Getty A.J. The problem of persistence. — P. 28.

'3 Getty A.J. The problem of persistence. — P. 42.

4 Getty A.J. The problem of persistence. — P. 34.
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Mbtrio Peran' Bo BTOPOM TJIaBE MCCIIENYET MPEEMCTBEHHOCTh B ITPABOBOM
KyJbTYpE U IMPAKTUKE PAHHECOBETCKOTO NMEPHOJA. ABTOP CTAaBUT BOMPOC O TOM, JEH-
CTBUTEJILHO JIU CyJeOHasi cucTeMa, BBEJACHHasi OoJbllieBUKaMu B Hosiope 1917 ropa,
ObL1a peBOMIOIIMOHHONU. C OJIHON CTOPOHBI, CTPEMIIEHHE OOJBIIIEBUKOB JIEMOHTUPO-
BaTh IAPCKYIO CYJIEOHYIO0 CUCTEMY MPUBEIO K 3HAUUTEIIbHBIM U3MEHEHUSIM B Cye0-
HBIX KOJIEKCaX U B MPABONPUMEHUTENBHON NMpakThKe. C Apyroi CTOpOHBI, HOBBIE KO-
JE€KChl UMEJIM 3aMETHOE CXOJCTBO C JIOPEBOJIOUMOHHBIMH. Tak, yroJoBHBINA KOJIEKC
coAepka OTCBUIKM K «1apckum» kogekcam 1903, 1845 u naxe 1832 r.'¢ Dro CcXO0JI-
CTBO He ObUIO CIy4allHBIM: BCKOPE IMOCJE MPUXO0a K BIACTH OOJBIIEBUKH OCO3HAIIH,
YTO HOBAs MPaBOBas CHCTEMa BCE PaBHO OyJeT HalpaBieHAa HAa JOCTH)KEHHE «CTa-
PBIX» LEJel — YKPEIUIEHHE TOCYAapCTBEHHOIO0 KOHTPOJIS U COLMAIBHOTO nopsiika. B
3TOM CMBICJIE PEBOJIIOLUOHHOE NMPABOCYINE «HE MPEYCIHEN0 B PEBOIIOIMOHU3NPOBA-
HHUH TIPaBoOBOH KynbTypbl Poccuny»' . TlepBoHaYasIbHAS 11eIb — YCTAHOBJICHUE PEBO-
JIOLMOHHOTO TIPABOCO3HAHUS — OYEHb CKOPO CMEHWJIACh CTPEMIICHUEM YKPEIUThH
KOHTPOJIb FOCY/IaPCTBA Hajl CyAeOHOH cucTeMoi ',

B tpernelt rmaBe Mupuam HeI7IpI/H<19 AHAIM3UPYET pPa3BUTHE PYCCKOTO U COBET-
CKOI'O IIMpPKa B PEBOJIIOIIMOHHYIO 3110Xy. Ha mepBblii B3I, OTMEUYaeT aBTop, UCTO-
pUsl PYCCKOrO LUPKA B T'OJIbI PEBOJIOLNN PE3KO Pa3JIEIMIach Ha «J10» U «mocie». B
asrycre 1919 r. B.W. Jlenun noanucan aekpet «O0 o0beAMHEHUU TeaTpaIbHOTO Jie-
J1a», B COOTBETCTBUM C KOTOPBIM BCE YACTHBIE UPKU ObUIM HALIMOHATIU3WPOBAHBI U
noaurHeHbl LleHTpaabHOMY YIpaBIEHUIO TOCYAApCTBEHHBIMU IUpKaMu. L{upkoBbie
POrpaMMbl OTHBIHE KOHTPOJUPOBAJINCH U BKIIIOYAIHU B CeOsl HOBBIE UAECOJIOIHUECKU
BBIBEPEHHBIE CHOKETBI. OJTHAKO 3Ta IOJUTU3ALMS LIUPKay MPOAOCKAIACh HEJIONITO.
VYxe B 1920 1. pyKOBOJICTBO IIMPKOB HA4YaJlO «BBIYUIIATH OOJIBIIYIO YaCTh HOBOTO,
SIBHO PEBOJIIOLIMOHHOTO COJEPKAHHS M3 LMPKOBOIO perepryapa» . DTOT MpoIece
yckopuiics ¢ Hactyruiennem HOIla. YactuyHas oTMeHa rocyJapCTBEHHBIX CYyOCUAMIA
KYJbTYPHBIM YUPEXKACHUSM MOATATIKABAA [IUPKU aKTUBHEE 3aBJIEKATh 3PUTEIS], UTO
OBLIIO BO3MOKHO TOJIKO MPH YCJIOBHUU BO3BpAIIEHMS LIUPKY €r0 «y3HAaBaeMoro, J0-
PEBOJIOLOHHOr0 BUAA» . Helfpuk OTMeYaeT MOIMTHYECKYI0 HEOIHO3HAYHOCTb M
Jake PUCKOBAHHOCTh IUPKOBBIX MPOTPaMM, CO3/IaBABIIMX JJIsi COBETCKOIO 3pUTENS
0c000€ MPOCTPAHCTBO, HE MOJYMHEHHOE KECTKUM JOTrMAaTUHYECKUM paMKaM. ITO TO-
3BOJIMIIO IIUPKY M30€XKaTh OOBUHEHHH B «OyprKya3HOCTH» U B TO K€ BpeMs — YUTH OT

1> Rendle M. How revolutionary was revolutionary justice? Legal culture in Russia across the
revolutionary divide // Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide. — P. 46—66.

' Rendle M. How revolutionary was revolutionary justice? — P. 56.

'7 Rendle M. How revolutionary was revolutionary justice? — P. 66.

'8 Rendle M. How revolutionary was revolutionary justice? — P. 65.

¥ Neirick M. ‘Taking a leap across the tsarist throne’: revolutionizing the Russian circus // Re-
thinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide. — P. 67-91.

20 Neirick M. ‘Taking a leap across the tsarist throne’. — P. 69.

2! Neirick M. ‘Taking a leap across the tsarist throne’. — P. 69.
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W3JIMIIHEW aJMHUHUCTPATUBHOW M HMJECOJIOTUYECKOM oneku. K Hauvaimy cTaaumHCKOro
«BEJIMKOTO TIEPEIOMa» 3Ta 0COOEHHOCTh COBETCKOTO IIUPKA CTalla TOJIBKO LIEHHEE JJIsI
BJIACTH, CTPEMUBIIENCS BCEMHU MyTSAMU JIOHECTH JI0 COBETCKUX TPaKJIaH, YTO <KU3Hb
cTajia Jy4lIlle, >Ku3Hb cTajia Beceneen .

B uerBepron rimaBe Martuac Hoiimauu™ dbokycupyeT BHUMaHHE Ha Pa3BUTUHU
MOJIOJEKHBIX OPTaHU3alMKd U KOMCOMOJIa B IEPBOE AECATUIIETAE COBETCKOM BJIACTH.
MomnoaexHble OpraHU3aIuy aBTOP CUUTAET SIPKUM MPUMEPOM CKPBITOM B3aUMOCBS3U
AIOX IO | MOCJIe PEBOTIOLNMK. ABTOp yTBepxKaaeT, uro 1917 roa, koHeyHO, OBLI TIE-
PEIIOMHBIM B UCTOpUU Poccuu, HO HACTaMBAET, YTO ATO «HE JIOJKHO MO3BOJISITh HAM
yIyCKaTh U3 BUAY TOT (aKT, YTO MHOTHE JIOPEBOJIOIIMOHHBIC aCCOLMAITUU U OOIIECT-
Ba MPOJOJIKAIU CBOIO pabOTy MpU HOBOM pe>1<HMe»24. bonee Toro, HOBBIE Opranuza-
MU «HAIILJIM CBOMX HAaM0oJiee aKTUBHBIX YICHOB CPEAU JIIOJEH, KOTOPhIE 3aHUMAJIUCH
IpaKIaHCKONW M OOIIECTBEHHON JESATEILHOCTHIO J0 peBOJI}OIJ;I/II/I»ZS . s MHOTMX M3
HUX UX JIMYHbIC, THCTUTYIIMOHAJIbHBIE U KYJBTYPHBIE CBS3U «JICKAIM B JOPEBOIIO-
MOHHOM MEPUOAE U B Xxaoce camoro 1917 roga»>". KOMCOMOJ B 3TOM CMBICIE HE
OBLI MTOJTHOCTBIO JIETUILEM OOJBIIEBUCTCKOTO PEXKUMA, HO CTal OJHUM M3 €ro TJaB-
HBIX CHUMBOJIOB. Oc000€ MOJ0KEeHHE KOMCOMOJa OOYCIaBIMBaJIOCh HEOIPEIENCH-
HOCTBIO TPAHUIL €T0 KOMIIETEHIIMH, HEONIPEAECICHHBIM YPOBHEM €0 CaMOCTOATEIbHO-
CTH U BJIMSHUS Ha 0OIIecTBeHHO-MoauTH4Yeckyro ku3Hb B CCCP. B 1920-¢ rompl
KOMCOMOJI MPEBPATUIICS B MACCOBYIO OpPTaHU3ALMIO U 0€3 0CO00T0 ycrexa «IIbITajICs
HATH CBOIO HACHTUYHOCTH» . C PYroil CTOPOHBI, KOMCOMOJI OYEHb YETKO OTPaKall
HOBBIE COIIMAJIbHbIC, PKOHOMHUYECKHWE M TMOJUTHYECKUE TeHJACHIMU. OTCYTCTBUE
KOMMYHHUKAIIMH 1 KOHTPOJIS IIEHTpa Haj nepudepueii, opraHnu3almoHHas ¢cBo001a Ha
MecTaX, MOKPOBUTEIBLCTBO M OFOPOKpATH3AIIMSA B BEPXHUX JIIIEIIOHAX — BCE OTH SIBJIC-
HUSI MOYKHO OBLJIO YBUJIETh U B KOMCOMOJIE. B 3TO BpeMsi MPOUCXOAMIN «Pa3IudHbIe
MPOLIECCHI OTUYKAEHUSI — MEXK1Y TOPOACKUMH U CETbCKUMHU KOMCOMOJILCKUMH Opra-
HU3AIUASIMHA, MEXKIY PAIOBBIMU YJICHAMH W PYKOBOJCTBOM, MEXIY KOMCOMOJIOM U
MapTUEH, MEKIAY KOMCOMOJIbIIAMH M HEOPTaHW30BAHHOW MOJIOAEKbBIO, MEXKIY KOM-
COMOJIOM M IIUPOKUMU CIOSIMH HACEEHUS) . Bynyuu B Teopun 00IIECTBEHHOU O-
raHuzaiuen, KOMCOMOJI Ha MpaKTUKe 4acTo Opai Ha ceOs mapTUilHbIE M TOCYAapCT-
BEHHbIE (DYHKIIMM, TaK W OCTaBUIMCh JO KOHI[A COBETCKOM 3MOXM CBOEOOpa3HOU
«IIOAMEHOU HapTI/II/I>>29.

*2 Neirick M. ‘Taking a leap across the tsarist throne’. — P. 91.

» Neumann M. The Communist youth league and the construction of Soviet
obshchestvennost’ // Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide. — P. 92—120.

** Neumann M. The Communist youth league. — P. 95.

> Neumann M. The Communist youth league. — P. 95.

2 Neumann M. The Communist youth league. — P. 96.

*" Neumann M. The Communist youth league. — P. 116.

* Neumann M. The Communist youth league. — P. 116.

* Neumann M. The Communist youth league. — P. 106.
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B msatoit rmase Matrbio ITomu’ HCCJIENYEeT, KAK YKPAUHCKUE YUYUTEIS NIPEICTaB-
nsmM cebe Oyaylee yKpauHCKOTO 00pa30BaHus U KaK 3TH MPEACTaBICHUS COOTHOCH-
JUCH ¢ 00pa30BaTEILHON MOJUTUKON OOJIBIIEBUKOB. B pererun 3Toro Bompoca Tak-
K€ CO3/1aeTCA WILIIO3USI TPUHIIMITUAIIBHOTO TTPOTUBOCTOSIHUS: BBICTYIIAIOIINE 32 CBO-
00/ly ¥ HE3aBUCHUMOCTb CBOEH POJMHBI YUUTEIA-YKPAUHIIBI OOBIYHO HA3BIBAIOTCS B
ucropuorpauy MPOTUBHUKAMHU COBETCKOTO BapuaHTa YKpawHbl. OIHAKO CIIEKTP
MHEHUU Cpea YKPAMHCKUX YIUTENeH ObUT Upe, NX OTHOIIEHUE K OOJIBIIIEBUCTCKUM
pedopmam — cioxxree. [loau nMpUBOAUT MOKa3aTeIbHBIN MPUMEP — MEMYaphbl yKpa-
uHckor yuutenbHulsl Codpuu denoposusl Pycosoit (JIunadopc). Pycosa npunep-
KUBaAJIaCh aHTUOOJIBIIIEBUCTCKUX B3TJISAJIOB U MOKUHYJIA YKpPaWHy IOCTIE YCTaHOBJIIE-
HHS TaM COBETCKOM BiacTu. TeM He MeHee, otmevaeT [1onu, ee B3Il U TIJIaHbI 110
«yKpauHU3aIumn» o0pa30BaHUs «HE BBI3bIBAIN ObI CEPhE3HBIX BO3PAKEHUN B COBET-
CKOM YI(paI/IH€»31. MHoroe u3 Toro, 3a 4To emie 3aa0iro 10 1917 r. Beictynana Pyco-
Ba, ObuTO peanu3oBaHo B YCCP GomblieBuKaMu: BeeoOIee oOydeHne YKPauHCKOMY
S3bIKY, HCITOJIb30BAHUE €0 B HOPMATUBHBIX JOKYMEHTaX. B 3TOM aBTOp riaBbl BUIUAT
OCHOBaHUE JJis1 «HOBOro omnpenesieHuss OKTAOps» Ha HAIlMOHAJIBHBIX OKpanHax Kak
HEKOETO CHUMOHMO03a HAIMOHAJUCTUYECKOTO M OOJIbIlIeBUCTCKOrO Havasl B 1917 ro-
y» .

[llecTass ryaBa IIOCBSIIEHA IOJIOKEHUIO «BOCTOYHOM KEHIIMHBD Bomkcko-
VpalbCKOTO PernoHa B PEBONIOLHOHHYIO 310Xy. ABTop, FOmust I'pamckosa™, pac-
CMATPUBAET PA3JIUYHBIC MTPOEKThI «YJIYUIIEHUS MOJIOKEHUSI HEPYCCKUX KEHIIUH KaK
110, TaK ¥ MOCIe OOIBIIEBUCTCKON PEBOIOLHI . dopMatbHO peomonust 1917 T.
paspyiiuiia cTapble MPEenoHsl Ha MyTH K BCEOOIEeMy paBEHCTBY ImpaB U cBoOoi. B
MIepPBbIC TOJbI CYIIECTBOBAHUS CBOCH BJIACTH OOJBIICBUKU YACISUIA «KEHCKOMY BO-
MPOCY» 3HAYUTEIIbHOE BHUMAaHHWE, BBICTYIAS 3a MNPOCBEIICHUE U BCECTOPOHHEE pas-
BUTHE JKCHIIUH. PaHHSS OOJBIIEBUCTCKAs MOJUTHKA TeHJIEPHON M HAIMOHAIBHOU
HSMaHCHUIAMU ObUIa, IO CYTH, CMEChIO «IIPOJIETAPCKUX JIO3YHIOB U CTAPBIX HUMIIEP-
CKHUX MJIeH, KaCAIOIIUXCsl HEOOXOAUMOCTH ITMBUIN30BAaTh U MPOCBEIIATh HEXPUCTHU-
AHCKHE HAPOJIBI, COXPAHUBIINE TPAIHIHOHHbIC 3aHATHS, HEPAPXHIO U BEPOBAHUS) .
ITon naBieHMEM LIEHTPATBHBIX BIACTEW HA HAIMOHAIBHBIX OKpAWMHAX BO3HUKAJIU HO-
BbI€ UHCTUTYTHI U (POPMBI ACATEILHOCTH: CMEIIIAHHBIC IIKOJIBI JIJII MAJIbUUKOB U JI€-
BOYEK, M30BI-YUTAIBHU, JETCKUE CaJIbl, BEUCPHHUE IIKOJBI sl B3POCIbIX. MHOTOE U3

3% Pauly M.D. For the people: the image of Ukrainian teachers as public servants / Rethinking
the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide. — P. 123—-149.

3! Pauly M.D. For the people. — P. 148.

32 Pauly M.D. For the people. — P. 149.

3 Gradskova Yu. ‘The woman of the Orient is not the voiceless slave anymore’ — the non-
Russian women of Volga-Ural region and ‘women’s question’ // Rethinking the Russian Revolu-
tion as Historical Divide. — P. 150-170.

3% Gradskova Yu. ‘The woman of the Orient is not the voiceless slave anymore’. — P. 150.

3> Gradskova Yu. ‘The woman of the Orient is not the voiceless slave anymore’. — P. 170.
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ATOrO Hayaja HaCaXJaTh ellle I[apcKas BIAacTb, IOATOMY pedOpMbI OOJBIIIEBUKOB HE
ObUIM HOBAaTOPCKUMH, OTJIMYASICh TOJBKO Pa3MaxoM M HICOJOTHYECKUM OOpaMIICHH-
eM. ABTOp OTMEYaeT, YTO OOJBIIEBUCTCKHE MPOCKTHI YAaCTO HE OBUIM MOAKPEIIICHBI
(DMHAHCOBBIMU U OPraHU3ALMOHHBIMHU pPECypcamH, HATAJIKUBAIKCh Ha COMPOTHUBIIE-
HUE MECTHBIX JKHUTENIE, B TOM 4HClIe W caMux >keHumH. [Ipumep Boirkcko-
VYpabCcKOoro permoHa MOKa3bIBA€T, YTO PAHHHUM IEPUOJ COBETCKOW SMAHCHIIALIMH
*eHIMH BocToka He Obl1 0CO0EHHO A(P(EKTUBHBIM U «OMHUPAIICA HA JOPEBOIIOIHU-
OHHbIC HABBIKH H METOJIBI» . Perpeccuu cepeanubl 1930-X ToI0B MOMUMO HPOYEro
«TOJIOKUIN KOHEL MPEKHUM IOINBITKAM COXPAHUTh “HAIMOHAIBHYIO W “‘@HTHUKOJIO-
HHUAJIBHYIO” [IOBECTKY JHS HAPSIY C PEIICHHEM ‘KEHCKOTO BOIPOCa” B PETHOHE»” .

B cenpMoii riae Chio3aH IpaHT® 0GpalaeT BHUMAaHHE HA COLMATLHOE TOI0XKe-
HUE U 00pa3 MEICECTPbl B PyCCKOM M COBETCKOM 00IIeCTBEHHOM co3HaHuu. Ilocie
Kpbivmckoit Botiabl 1853—1856 rr. paboTta cecTpbl MUJIOCEpAMs TOJIb30BaIach 00JIb-
muM yBaxkeHueM. O0Opa3 cecTpbl MHJIOCEPIUS KyJIbTUBUPOBAJICS BO MHOTOM OJjaro-
Japsi 4acTbIM BOIHaM, OOJIbIIOE 3HAYEHWE MMENI M MEHSBIIUICS XapakTep BoiH. C
Ka)KJI0i1 BOMHO BCE BBIIE ObUIM TIOTEPH, CIOKHEE U TSKEJIEe CTAHOBWIMNCH HAHOCH-
MBbIE YBEUbs, YTO JENAI0 pabdOTy MEACECTEp TSKEIOW M KpallHE OTBETCTBEHHOM.
IlepBasg MupoBas BOWHA ChIrpajla B 3TOM OTHOIIECHHH JBOMCTBEHHYIO pOJib: 3HA4U-
TEJIBbHO BO3POCILIEE 3HAYEHUE CECTEpP MWJIOCEPAMs CONPOBOXKIAIOCh MHOTOYUCIIEH-
HBIMH CITyXaMH 00 MX pa3BpaTHOM IMOBEJAEHUU HA (ppoHTE. ['paHT OTMEUAET, YTo Mo-
clie peBOIOLMU 00pa3 cecTpbl MHJIOCEpUss ObUT AMCKPEAUTHUPOBAH U «CTaJl acco-
LMMPOBATBCA C OYPIKya3HBIM TIPOILIBIMY . OJHAKO MOTPEGHOCTH B MEICECTPAX HH-
KyJa HE Jeiach, OHM HY)XHBI ObUIM pacTylled apMHUM, TOTOBUBIIEHCS K BOWHE C
«BpaxaeOHBIM OKpYKeHHEM». LIeHHOCTH, TUCHIUIUIMHA U HaBBIKU, IPUOOPETEHHBIE B
coOo0IIeCTBaX CECTEpP MUJIOCEPAUsl 10 PEBOJIIOLMUHU, «IEPEXUIU OO0NbIIEBUCTCKUAN
skcnepuMenTaniM 1920-x rr.»*.

BocbMmas rinaBa mocBsiIEHA JIMYHOMY OIBITY «IIEPEKUBAHUS PEBOJIFOLUU» POC-
CUICKMMHU HCTOpUKamu. Bepa Karman®' femaer akieHT He Ha JIMYHOM OIBITE H3-
BECTHBIX HCTOPUKOB, a HA KU3HU POCCUICKOTO UCTOPUUYECKOTO COOOUIECTBA B LIETIOM.
Co3naBasi HOBbIE MHCTUTYThI M YYacTBYSl B HOBBIX OOILECTBEHHBIX U MPABUTENbCT-
BEHHBIX OpraHax, UCTOPUKaM KaK COOOULIECTBY «yJajoCh HCIOJb30BAaTh 3TH HOBBIC
CTPYKTYpPHBI JUIsl MPOABIKEHUS U pPealu3allii TeX U U MPOEKTOB, KOTOPhIE ObUIN
ornpeseneHbl HauOoJiee BaXKHBIMU B MX MPO(PECCHOHANIBHBIX AUCKYCCHUSAX B JOPEBO-

3% Gradskova Yu. ‘The woman of the Orient is not the voiceless slave anymore’. — P. 170.

37 Gradskova Yu. ‘The woman of the Orient is not the voiceless slave anymore’. — P. 170.

¥ Grant S. Devotion and revolution: nursing values // Rethinking the Russian Revolution as
Historical Divide. — P. 171-185.

3% Grant S. Devotion and revolution: nursing values. — P. 185.

* Grant S. Devotion and revolution: nursing values. — P. 185.

*! Kaplan V. What did historians do at the time of the great revolution? // Rethinking the Rus-
sian Revolution as Historical Divide. — P. 186-214.
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JIFOLIHOHHBIE TOB . holee TOro, HHTErpupysch B HOBbIE aKaJeMHYECKHE HHCTHTY-
ThI, ICTOPUKH COXPAHSIA M JaKe PACIIMPSIIN CBOM JIMYHBIE U TIPO(EeCCHOHATBHBIC
CBSI3H, BKJIIOUAs B ATy c(epy «Tex AesTesieid HOBOTO PEeKUMa, KOTOPhIe OBLIN OJTHO-
BPEMEHHO BIUSATEIbHBIMH U MIPUEMIIEMBIMH C TOYKH 3PEHUS CUCTEMBI LIEHHOCTEMN CO-
o6ecTBa» . XOTs 3Ta MOINTHKA [O3BOJIIA HCTOPUKAM COTPYIHHYATH C COBETCKHM
MPABUTEIHCTBOM U BIIUSITH HA COBETCKYIO apXUBHYIO M aKaJEMUUYECKYIO0 CUCTEMY H3-
HYTpPH, B JOJTOCPOYHOUN MEPCHEKTUBE OHA MpPUBEJA K «IIOCTOSTHHOM APO3UU aBTOHO-
MHUHU UCTOPUYECKOTO COOOIIECTBA U €ro pacTyIIe dTaTU3ali: UCTOPUKU ObLIU BbI-
HYKICHBI CTATh CBOCTO POJia BHHTHKAMH B COBETCKOM arrapare» .

B nessitoii rmase JoHatan YoTepiaoy ' aKIEHTHPYeT BHUMAHHE Ha HAPOIHOM
tomope B 1930-e rr. Ota Tema, M0 MHEHUIO aBTOPA, OTKPHIBAET HOBBIE CTOPOHBI 00-
IIECTBEHHBIX HACTPOCHUHN, PEaKIUU PSIIOBBIX COBETCKUX TPaK/IaH HA TE€ WJIM WHBIC
coObITusi. CBOeoOpa3Hbie POpMbI BhIpaKeHUs (aHEKIOT, YacTylIka, 0aiika) — TO, 4TO
YoTepnoy Ha3bIBa€T «TOBOPUTH HE MO-OOJIBIIEBUCTCKW», — TMO3BOJISUIM BBIUTU 3a
paMKku 0UIIMAIIBHOTO COBETCKOTO AUCKYpca. AHEKIOThl U OaliKu CTajlu CBOeoOpas-
HBIMU «MHCTPYMEHTaMU» OCBOOOXKJICHUS CJIOBA, 3HAKOMBIMU OOBIYHBIM Tpak1aHaM
elie Mo IapCKUM BpeMeHaM. YOTepJioy OcHapuBaeT YCTOSBIEECS MHEHHE, YTO CO-
BETCKUE TPaXKJaHE OKA3aJIMCh B JIOBYIIKE O(DUIIMAIBHBIX COBETCKUX JUCKYpPCOB, a
MOTOMY HE MOTJIA U30€XaTh «OO0JIBIIEBUCTCKOTO 513bIKa». MHOTHE U3 HUX HAYYUIIUCh
«TOBOPHUTH MO-00JIBIIIEBUCTCKUY», HO 3TO HE 03HAYAJI0, YTO OHU 3a0bLIH O0JIee CTaphie
«SI3BIKE» .

Kuura 3aBepruaercs smuaoroM Iurepa Yomapona®'. B ouepke 200-netHeit ncTo-
pun Poccun YouIpoH HCCIEyeT MOHITHE «PYCCKasl TPAaULUs» U MOTYEPKUBAET
BKHOCTH y4eTa IriIyOOKO YKOPEHHBIIMXCS COLUATbHO-DKOHOMHYECKUX CTPYKTYp, B
KOTOPBIX OBLJIM MPUHSATHI U BOIUIOIICHBI B KU3Hb UJIEH HE TOJILKO OOJIHIIIEBUKOB, HO
U WX TIPEAIIECTBEHHUKOB.

Penien3upyemasi KOJUIEKTHBHAsE MOHOTpadusi MpeACTaBisieT OOJBIION WHTEpEC
JUISL ACCIIEA0BATEIIEN HE TOJIBKO POCCUMCKON PEBOJIIOLMHA, HO U BCcel ucrtopuu Poccun
B XX Beke. Ha ocHOBe caMbIX pa3HBIX CIOKETOB aBTOPHI MOHOrpaduu MOKa3bIBAIOT,
KaK TJyOMHHBIE COIMATbHO-I9KOHOMHUUYECKHE MPOLIECChl B JOPEBOIIOIIMOHHON Poccun
BJIMSUTA Ha OOJIBIIIEBUKOB U MX TMOJUTUKY B MEPBOE JIECIATUICTUE COBETCKOM BJIACTH.
OTtMeTHM, 4TO B Uepee 3aTPOHYTHIX CIO’KETOB SIBHO HE XBATaJI0 YKOHOMUKHU. Mexay
TE€M, SKOHOMHUYECKas IMOJUTHKA OOJIBIIIEBUKOB TOXXE HE ObLIa MX HM300pETEHHUEM,

*> Kaplan V. What did historians do at the time of the great revolution? — P. 214.

* Kaplan V. What did historians do at the time of the great revolution? — P. 214.

* Kaplan V. What did historians do at the time of the great revolution? — P. 214.

* Waterlow J. Speaking more than Bolshevik: humour, subjectivity, and crosshatching in Sta-
lin’s 1930s // Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide. — P. 215-236.

* Waterlow J. Speaking more than Bolshevik. — P. 236.

*" Waldron P. Epilogue: the Russian tradition? Discourses of tradition and modernity // Re-
thinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide. — P. 237-252.
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MHOTHE Mephl (TIPOApa3BEpPCTKA, HAIIMOHAIW3AIMSA, HOPMHUPOBAHHUE TOTPEOICHHS)
elle /10 PEBOJIIOLUU MPAKTUKOBAIUCH LIAPCKUM MPABUTEIbCTBOM. OJHAKO ATOT He-
JIOCTAaTOK BIIOJIHE OKYNAaeTCs HOBBIMM, PAHEE HE IMOJHUMABIIMMHUCS B HUCTOPHUOTpA-
(UM cro)xeTamMH, HOBBIMH UCTOYHUKAMH M MHTEPIPETAIIUSIMH PEBOJIFOIIMOHHON AITOXH
B Poccun.

In recent years, the problem of the chronological framework of the Russian
Revolution has attracted the attention of historians again. A vivid indicator of that can
be found in the titles of fundamental works published in 2016—18 on the occasion of
the centenary of the Revolution. Mark Steinberg included both the Revolution of
1905 and the First World War in the concept of the Russian Revolution.' Stephen
Smith considered both the years preceding the 1905 Revolution and the first decade
after the Bolsheviks came to power revolutionary in essence.” Jonathan Smele shifted
the focus from the Russian Revolution to the Russian Civil War or, more precisely, to
the Russian civil wars; in the opinion of the researcher, there were several of them in
1916-26.° In 2020, a collection of articles about the Bolshevik Revolution was
published and according to its authors, the revolution continued until the beginning of
the Great Patriotic War.* In other words, what was earlier referred to as the
prerequisites and the consequences of the revolution is now increasingly understood
as a part of its longue durée.’

The authors of the collective monograph under review follow the
abovementioned trends and attempt to rethink the year of 1917 as a historical
milestone and the highest point of the revolution. The central place in the monograph
is taken by the problem of interconnection and continuity of political, social, and

"' M. Steinberg, The Russian Revolution, 1905—1921 (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2017).

>'S.A. Smith, Russia in Revolution: An Empire in Crisis, 1890 to 1928 (Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 2018).

3 J. Smele, The ‘Russian’ Civil Wars, 1916—1926: Ten Years That Shook the World (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2017).

YL Douds, J. Harris, and P. Whitewood, eds., The Fate of the Bolshevik Revolution: Illiberal
Liberation, 1917-1941 (London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2020).

> B.D. Palmer and J. Sangster, “The Distinctive Heritage of 1917: Resuscitating Revolution’s
Longue Durée,” Socialist Register, vol. 53, Rethinking Revolution (2016): 22-56.

1410 2020 » Vol.4 e+ Ne4


https://www.bloomsbury.com/uk/author/lara-cook
https://www.bloomsbury.com/uk/author/peter-whitewood

http://en.hpchsu.ru Reviews

economic systems which formed before and after the revolution. In the introduction,
the editors of the monograph Andy Willimot and Matthias Neumann note that today
the Russian Revolution is still perceived as an abrupt and irrevocable break with the
past. Meanwhile, the history of the revolutions in the twentieth century clearly
demonstrates that hardly any country has succeeded in completely overcoming the
cultural conceptions, traditions, and customs that underpinned the pre-revolutionary
society. In a metaphorical sense, the authors understand the revolution as “the
upturning the soil during ploughing — a world being turned upside-down, with the
‘new’ establishing its roots in the decomposing, but still fertilising, ‘old’.”°

The Russian Revolution in this sense is viewed by the authors as a textbook
example of the huge influence which the revolutionary rhetoric exerted on the
perception of the entire era by the historians. The assertion of the Bolsheviks that
they were starting the history of mankind from scratch, without looking back at the
past, is still taken on faith, often without a proper share of criticism and without
taking into account the broader context. The disproportionate attention to the events
of 1917 did not make it possible to see the whole range of the factors of the
Bolsheviks’ success, and 1917 itself “is the wrong departure point for a full analysis
of the social, cultural, political, and economic development of the Bolshevik project
and Soviet socialism.”” At the same time, one should not absolutize the experience of
the past and thus belittle the significance of the state projects which emerged from the
fire of the Revolution, since the old and the new “often intersect, together forming
and effecting the formation of the world around us.”® In an effort to “eschew binary
conceptions and entrenched interpretive frameworks,” the authors of the collective
monograph make an attempt to present the Russian Revolution not as an event but as
a long and complex process of transformation in Russian society and the whole world
at the beginning of the 20" century.

The monograph consists of nine chapters dealing with the ideological, political
and cultural foundations of the Soviet state system. The authors united in order to
pursue a common goal which is to understand what deep processes in pre-
revolutionary Russia formed the basis of Bolshevism and made it possible for the
Bolsheviks to come to power. The chapters of the monograph were divided into two
parts: “The New State, the Past, and the People” (chapters 1-4) and “The People, the
Past and the New State” (chapters 5-9). Despite nearly identical titles, both parts
focus on different storylines of the revolutionary process. The first part deals with

% A. Willimott and M. Neumann, “Crossing the Divide: Tradition, Rupture, and Modernity in
Revolutionary Russia,” in Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide (London, New
York: Routledge, 2018), 2.

7 Willimott and Neumann, “Crossing the Divide,” 2.

¥ Willimott and Neumann, “Crossing the Divide,” 10.

? Willimott and Neumann, “Crossing the Divide,” 17.
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how the Bolsheviks tried to change political, social, and cultural practices in
revolutionary Russia and how far the result was from what had been intended. With
the emphasis shifted to people, the second part dwells upon how “individuals, social
groups, and professional groups encountered and engaged with the newly emerging
Soviet state.”'”

In the first chapter, Arch Getty'' puts forth the questions why, in what form, and
how long Russian pre-revolutionary political culture existed after the 1917
Revolution. According to the author, some important elements of political culture
survived revolutionary upheavals, taking on new forms and other names. The events
of 1917 destroyed “the legitimacy of rule by blooded nobility in tandem with divine
right monarchy.”'” However, the abolition of formal rights of some groups was
accompanied by their actual transfer to the other group, to those who came to power.
The declaration of equality of rights and freedoms did not prevent the emergence of
the new oligarchy, the new nobility, in the first years after the Bolshevik Revolution.
Social status of the old Bolsheviks, who quickly turned into a closed and powerful
caste after the revolution, is considered by Getty as a striking example of that. The
terror of 1937-38 is viewed by the author primarily as Stalin’s struggle against the
privileges and exclusive position of this new nobility. Getty sees nothing unusual in
its emergence. It would be surprising if the Bolsheviks (and Russians in general)
“suddenly transformed themselves completely stepping out of their thousand-year-old
culture.””” The author considers the discussions among the Bolshevik leadership
about the fate of Lenin’s body in 1924 as another example of the unbroken ties with
the past. Arguing that in Russia the body of a monarch always symbolizes the state,
Getty insists that embalming and perpetuating Lenin’s body was necessary to
legitimize the regime in the mass consciousness. The Bolsheviks unconsciously
followed the political tradition which “whispered to them; they heard something, but
weren’t sure what it was.”"*

In the second chapter, Matthew Rendle'” examines the continuity in the legal
culture and practices of the early Soviet period. The author raises the question of
whether the judicial system introduced by the Bolsheviks in November 1917 was
really revolutionary. On the one hand, the desire of the Bolsheviks to dismantle the
tsarist judicial system led to significant changes in judicial codes and in law
enforcement practice. On the other hand, the new codes bore noticeable similarities

' Willimott and Neumann, “Crossing the Divide,” 18.

AL Getty, “The Problem of Persistence,” in Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Histori-
cal Divide, 23-45.

12 Getty, “The Problem of Persistence,” 28.

13 Getty, “The Problem of Persistence,” 42.

14 Getty, “The Problem of Persistence,” 34.

'3 M. Rendle, “How Revolutionary Was Revolutionary Justice? Legal Culture in Russia across
the Revolutionary Divide,” in Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide, 46—66.

1412 2020 » Vol.4 e+ Ne4



http://en.hpchsu.ru Reviews

with the pre-revolutionary ones. Thus, the criminal code contained references to the
tsarist codes of 1903, 1845, and even 1832.'° This similarity was not accidental: soon
after coming to power, the Bolsheviks realized that the new legal system would still
be aimed at achieving the old goals of strengthening state control and social order.
“In this sense, revolutionary justice did not succeed in revolutionizing Russia’s legal
culture.”"” The initial goal, the establishment of revolutionary legal consciousness,
very soon was replaced by the desire to strengthen state control over the judicial
system.18

In the third chapter, Miriam Neirick" analyzes the development of the Russian
and Soviet circus in the revolutionary era. As the author points out, at first glance, the
history of the Russian circus during the years of the revolution was sharply divided
into Before and After. In August 1919, V. Lenin signed a “Decree on the Unification
of the Theatrical Concern” according to which all private circuses were nationalized
and subordinated to the Central Management of State Circuses. The repertoire of
circuses was now controlled and included new ideologically verified stories.
However, this politicization of the circus did not last long. In 1920, “circus producers
began to purge much of the new, explicitly revolutionary content from the circus
repertoire.””” This process accelerated with the introduction of the New Economic
Policy (NEP). The partial elimination of state subsidies to cultural enterprises made
circuses become more active in attracting the audience, which was only possible if
the circus was restored to its “recognizably pre-revolutionary form.”*' Neirick points
out political ambiguity and even the riskiness of some circus programs, which
provided the Soviet audience with special space, independent of the rigid dogmatic
framework. This allowed the circus to avoid accusations of being bourgeois and at
the same time to escape excessive administrative and ideological tutelage. By the
beginning of Stalin’s Great Turning Point, this feature of the Soviet circus had
become even more valuable for the authorities who sought to make it clear for Soviet
citizens by all possible means that life had become “better . . . more joyous.””

' Rendle, “How Revolutionary Was Revolutionary Justice?” 56.

'7 Rendle, “How Revolutionary Was Revolutionary Justice?” 66.

'8 Rendle, “How Revolutionary Was Revolutionary Justice?” 65.

' M. Neirick, ““Taking a Leap across the Tsarist Throne’: Revolutionizing the Russian Cir-
cus,” in Rethinking the Russian Revolution as Historical Divide, 67-91.

2% Neirick, “Taking a Leap across the Tsarist Throne’: Revolutionizing the Russian Circus,”
69.

*! Neirick, “Taking a Leap across the Tsarist Throne’: Revolutionizing the Russian Circus,”
69.

*2 Neirick, “Taking a Leap across the Tsarist Throne’: Revolutionizing the Russian Circus,”
91.
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In the fourth chapter, Matthias Neumann®> focuses on the development of youth
organizations and the Komsomol in the first decade of the Soviet rule. The author
considers youth organizations to be a vivid example of the hidden interconnection of
the eras before and after the revolution. The author argues that the year 1917 was of
course a watershed in Russian history but insists that this “should not permit us to
overlook the fact that many pre-revolutionary associations and societies continued
their work under the new regime.”** Moreover, the new organizations “found many
of their most active members amongst people who had engaged in civil and civic
activity before the revolution.”” For many of them, their “personal, institutional and
cultural links lay in the pre-revolutionary period and in the turmoil of 1917 itself.”*
In this sense, the Komsomol was not entirely the brainchild of the Bolshevik regime
but became one of its main symbols. Special position of the Komsomol was
preconditioned by the uncertainty of the boundaries of its competence, the uncertain
level of its independence and influence on social and political life in the USSR. In the
1920s, the Komsomol grew into a mass organization and “struggled to find its
identity”®” without much success. On the other hand, the Komsomol very clearly
reflected the new social, economic, and political trends. Lack of communications and
control of the center over the periphery, organizational freedom at the local level,
clientilism and bureaucratization in the upper echelons, all those phenomena could be
observed in the Komsomol. Various alienation processes occurred at that time
“between the urban and the rural Komsomol, between the rank and file and the
leadership, between the Komsomol and the party, between komsomol'tsy and non-
organized youth, and between the Komsomol and the wider population.”” Being a
public organization in theory, in practice the Komsomol often assumed the functions
of the party and the state, and until the end of the Soviet era it remained a kind of a
party substitute.”

In the fifth chapter, Matthew Pauly’” explores the ways how Ukrainian teachers
envisioned the future of Ukrainian education and how those views correlated with the
educational policies of the Bolsheviks. In resolving this issue, the illusion of
fundamental confrontation is also created: in historiography, the Ukrainian teachers
who advocated the freedom and independence of their homeland are usually referred
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to as the opponents of the Soviet version of Ukraine. However, the range of opinions
among Ukrainian teachers was wider and their attitude to the Bolshevik reforms was
more complex. Pauly gives an illustrative example, the memoir of Sofiya F. Rusova
(Lindfors), a Ukrainian teacher. Rusova adhered to anti-Bolshevik views and left
Ukraine after the establishment of the Soviet regime there. Nevertheless, as Pauly
notes, her views and plans to Ukrainize education “would not have found great
objection in Soviet Ukraine.””' Much of what Rusova advocated long before 1917
was implemented in the Ukrainian SSR by the Bolsheviks: teaching the Ukrainian
language universally and using it in regulatory documents. In this, the author of the
chapter sees the basis for the newly redefined October on the national outskirts as a
“merger of the nationalist and Bolshevik 1917s.”>

The sixth chapter is devoted to the position of the woman of the Orient in the
Volga-Ural region in the revolutionary era. The author, Yulia Gradskova,” examines
different projects “designed to improve the situation of non-Russian women, both
before and after the Bolshevik revolution of 1917.”** Formally, the 1917 Revolution
destroyed old obstacles on the way to universal equality of rights and freedoms. In
the first years of their regime, the Bolsheviks paid considerable attention to the
women’s question, advocating education and all-round development of women. The
early Bolshevik policies of gender and national emancipation were, in fact, a mixture
of “proletarian slogans and old imperial ideas relating to the need to civilize and
educate non-Christian people, who, theretofore, had preserved traditional
occupations, hierarchies, and beliefs.”* Under pressure from the central authorities,
new institutions and forms of activity arose on the borderlands: mixed schools for
boys and girls, reading rooms, kindergartens, evening schools for adults. The tsarist
government had begun to implant many of these things, so the reforms of the
Bolsheviks were not innovative, differing only in scope and ideological framework.
The author notes that the Bolshevik projects often lacked enough financial and
organizational resources and encountered resistance from local residents, including
women. The example of the Volga-Ural region shows that the early period of the
Soviet emancipation of women in the East was not particularly effective and “relied
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on pre-revolutionary skills and methods.”*® The repression of the mid-1930s, among

other things, “marked the end of earlier attempts to preserve the ‘national’ and ‘anti-
colonial’ agenda alongside the solution of the ‘women’s question” in the region.”’

In the seventh chapter, Susan Grant®® draws attention to the social position and
the image of a nurse in Russian and Soviet public consciousness. After the Crimean
War of 1853-56, the job of a nurse was highly respected. The image of a sister of
mercy was cultivated largely due to frequent wars, and the changing nature of wars
was also of great importance. With each war, casualties grew and the injuries
inflicted became worse, which made nursing difficult and extremely responsible. In
this respect, the First World War played a dual role: the significantly increased
importance of the sisters of mercy was accompanied by numerous rumours about
their lecherous behavior at the front. Grant notes that after the revolution, the image
of a sister of mercy was discredited and “became associated with the bourgeois
past.””® However, the need for nurses did not disappear as the growing army
preparing for war against the hostile environment needed them. The values, discipline
and skills acquired in the pre-revolutionary sister of mercy communities “outlasted
the Bolshevik experimentalism of the 1920s.”*’

The eighth chapter is devoted to the personal experience of living through the
revolution by Russian historians. The author, Vera Kaplan,41 focuses on the life of
Russian historical community as a whole rather than on the personal experience of
famous historians. By establishing new institutions and participating in new public
and government bodies, “historians as a community managed to use these new
structures for advancing and realizing those ideas and projects that had been defined
as the most important in their professional discussions in the pre-revolutionary
years.”*> Moreover, while integrating into new academic institutions, “historians
maintained and even expanded their personal and professional connections by
including in these networks those figures of the new regime who were both powerful
and acceptable from the perspective of the community’s value system.”* Although
this policy made it possible for historians “to cooperate with the Soviet government
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and enabled them to influence the Soviet archival and academic system from inside,
in the long term it led to the steady erosion of the historical community’s autonomy
and its increasing etatization: historians were enforced to become a kind of cog in the
Soviet apparatus.”

In the nineth chapter, Jonathan Waterlow™® focuses on folk humour in the 1930s.
According to the author, this topic opens up new sides of public attitudes and the
response of ordinary Soviet citizens to certain events. Specific forms of expression
(anecdote, chastushka, fable), which Waterlow calls speaking non-Bolshevik,
allowed going beyond the official Soviet discourse. Anecdotes and stories became a
kind of tools for liberating the word, which ordinary citizens were familiar with in the
tsarist times. Waterlow disputes the conventional opinion that Soviet citizens were
trapped in the official Soviet discourses and therefore could not escape the Bolshevik
language. “Many learnt to ‘speak Bolshevik’ — just as we all take on some of the
culturally-sanctioned language and values of the times — but this neither meant they
forgot older ‘languages’. . .”*

The book ends with the epilogue by Peter Waldron.”” In the essay on 200 years of
Russian history, Waldron explores the concept of Russian tradition and stresses the
importance of taking into account the deeply rooted socio-economic structures which
accepted and implemented not only the ideas of the Bolsheviks but also of their
predecessors.

The reviewed collective monograph is of great interest both to researchers of the
Russian Revolution and of the entire history of Russia in the 20" century. Based on a
variety of storylines, the authors of the monograph show in what ways deep socio-
economic processes in pre-revolutionary Russia influenced the Bolsheviks and their
policies in the first decade of the Soviet rule. It should be pointed out that among the
subjects considered economic issues are missing. Meanwhile, economic policy of the
Bolsheviks was not their own invention either; many measures (food appropriation,
nationalization, rationing of consumption) had been practiced by the tsarist
government even before the revolution. However, this shortcoming is fully
compensated for by the new subjects that have not been considered in historiography,
new sources, and interpretations of the revolutionary era in Russia.
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