http://hpchsu.ru RESEARCH

DOI 10.23859/2587-8344-2020-4-3-4

P

Cepreii Cepreesuu HoBocesabcknii

Pocculickuil rocy1apCTBEHHbINM T'yMAHUTAPHBINA YHUBEPCUTET
Mocksa, Poccus

http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2449-125X
novoselsky.rggu@gmail.com

Sergei S. Novosel'skii

Russian State University for the Humanities
Moscow, Russia
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2449-125X
novoselsky.rggu@gmail.com

o o o *
O0pa3 peBoJIIOINH B POCCUIICKOM MOJUTHYECKON MbIcau 1905 r.

The Image of the Revolution in Russian Political Thought in 1905

Annomayusa. CraThs TOCBSIIEHA aHANIKU3y TpaHC)OpPMALMM MOHATUS «PEBOJIIOLUSA» B
poccuiickoi mnonuTudecko wmeiciu 1905 r. Ilokazano, uro B Poccum, xak u B EBpore,
CYLIECTBOBAJIO JBE TPAKTOBKH ATOro TepMuHA. HekoTopble COBPEMEHHUKHM CUMTAIM PEBOIIOLUEH
IIPOLIECC MOJUTUYECKONH MOJEPHU3ALMH U OLIEHUBAJIM 3TO SBJIEHUE MTOJIOKUTEIBHO, B TO BPEMs KaK
UX OINIIOHEHTH! PACLICHUBAJIN €€ KaK HACWJIbCTBEHHOE NOKYIIEHHE HAa 3aKOHHYIO FOCYAapCTBEHHYIO
BJIACTh U ObLIN yOE€XKIEHHBIMH NMPOTUBHUKAMH MOJAOOHBIX JAEUCTBUNA. DTU YCTAaHOBKU ONPEIEIISIN
B3IJIAJIBI COBpeMEHHUKOB Ha coObiTus 1905 1. B Poccum. IlomaBmstomniee OONBIIMHCTBO
IpeJICTaBUTENIEeH BBICIIEH OIOPOKPATUHU M OOILIIECTBEHHOCTH, TOBOPSI O peBofoLuy B Poccun, nmenu
B BHJly BOOPYKCHHbBIE aHTHIIPABUTEIbCTBEHHBIE BBICTYIUIEHUS KOHIA 1905 — Havana 1906 rr. Ux
MI0/IaBJIEHUE O3HAyauo KOHeI| «peBoonun». OJITHAKO peleHusl 0 KapJUHAIbHOM MepeyCcTPONCTBE
CHUCTEMBI TOCYAAPCTBEHHOTO YIIpaBJIEHMs, NpPUHATbIE paHee Ha (OHE COOBITUH, KOTOpbIE
COBPEMEHHUKH OTHIOJb HE CUHUTAIM DPEBOJIOLMEH, BCEISUIM BO MHOTHMX HAACKIy Ha TO, YTO
peBOJIONMS Kak TmepeycTpoiicTBo B Poccum Oyner mpomosmkaThCs, W CTpaHa MOWIET MO IMyTH
CUCTEMHBIX MOJIMTUYECKUX pePOopM.
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Knrwouesvie cnosa: pesomonusa, 1905 rox, IlepBas pycckas peBOJIONHS, OOIIECTBEHHOE
MHEHHME, TOJMTUYECKas MbICIb, BBICIIAs OIOPOKpATHsS, PYCCKHH KOHCEpBAaTH3M, PYCCKUI
Tudepanu3Mm.

Abstract. The article covers the analysis of the transformation of the concept revolution in
Russian political thought in 1905. It shows that in Russia as well as in Europe, there were two
interpretations of this term. Some contemporaries referred to the process of political modernization
as a revolution and evaluated this phenomenon positively, while their opponents regarded it as a
violent attempt on the legitimate state power and were antagonistic to such actions. These attitudes
determined the views of contemporaries on the events of 1905 in Russia. Speaking of the revolution
in Russia, the overwhelming majority of the top bureaucracy and general public had in mind the
armed anti-government actions of the late 1905 — early 1906. Their suppression meant the ending of
the revolution. However, the decisions on a radical reorganization of the public administration
system, which had been made earlier against the background of the events that contemporaries did
not consider as a revolution at all, inspired hope in many people that the revolution as
reorganization in Russia would continue and the country would follow the path of systemic political
reforms.

Keywords: revolution, 1905, the First Russian Revolution, public opinion, political thought, top
bureaucracy, Russian conservatism, Russian liberalism.
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Bsenenue

Hecmotpst Ha KosoccalibHY0 poiib coObiTuii 1905 1. B mocieaoBaBIIei 3a HUMH
TpaHchOpMaIMi CUCTEMBI TOCYJIApCTBEHHOTO ympaBieHus Poccuiickoit ummepuw,
IlepBast pycckasi peBOJIONMS HE BXOJAUT B YUCJIO U3JIIOOJICHHBIX CIOYKETOB COBPEMEH-
HBIX POCCUICKUX UCTOPUKOB. BO MHOTOM 3TO 0OBSICHSIETCS HHEPLUEH COBETCKOW HC-
TOPHUUYECKOM HAYKH, KOTOPask Ha MPOTSHKEHUH JIOJTOr0 BPEMEHU UCXOAMUIA U3 UIEU O
HeoTBpaTuMocTu peBotitonnn. [IpoBosrnamenue B.U. Jlennnbim coOwrtuii [lepBoii
PYCCKOI PEBOIIONNH «TeHepaIbHOM pererriueiy’ OkrsOpst 1917 r. HaZoNro ypos-
HSUTO «CIIEHAPUM» JIBYX PEBOIOLHIT KaK B I71a3aX Mpo(hecCHOHABHOTO CO0bmecTBa’,

! Jlenun B.H. Jletckast Goe3Hb «IeBH3HB» B KomMyHu3Me // Jlennn B.M. TTomHoe cobpamie
counnenui: B 55 1. T. 41. — Mocksa: [lomutusnar, 1981. — C. 9.

2 Cwm., Hanp.: Auanvuu Bb.B., I'anenun P.I11., J[ybenyos B.b., [{axun B.C., [lomonos C.U. Kpu-
3uc camojnepxabusi B Poccun. 1895-1917. — Jlenunrpan: Hayka, 1984; Koponesa H.I'. 1lepBas
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TaK U B MacCOBOM CO3HaHHUHM. MEXJy T€M 3THU «CLEHAPUM» CUJIBHO Pa3JINYajIvCh.
BrisiBnenne xapakrtepa BHYTPUIIOJUTHYECKOTO KPU3HCA, C KOTOPBIM CTOJIKHYJIAChH
Poccuiickas umnepust B 1905 r., HEBO3MOXKHO 0€3 MOHUMAaHUSI TOTO, KaK PEBOJIIOIH-
OHHBbIE COOBITHS Hayana XX B. TPAKTOBAJIMCH PA3JIMYHBIMU YYaCTHUKAMU MOJUTHYE-
ckoro rmnpouecca. Kpuzuc He TOJIBKO OTpa)kal COLMAJIbHO-IIOJIUTHYECKYIO DPEab-
HOCTb, HO 1 BO MHOTI'OM SIBJISJICSI MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHOM KOHCTPYKIIMENW TEX COBPEMEH-
HHKOB, KOTOPBIC ObLIH CKIOHHBI OZOOHBIM 00pa3oM ee oleHuBaTh . M3ydeHue ux
B3IJISIJIOB, CJIOB M BBIPAKEHUM, KOTOPBIE UCTIOJIB30BAJIMCH B MPABAIIUX U OOIIECTBEH-
HBIX Kpyrax JJisl XapaKTEPUCTUKH MOJUTUYECKON cuTyannu B Poccuu, momoraer pe-
IIUTh U JIPYTYI0, HE MEHEE aKTYaJIbHYIO JJII COBPEMEHHOW OTE€YECTBEHHON MCTOPU-
YyecKoM Hayku 3aaady. OHO U30aBiseT MpeAcTaBUTENe pOCCUIMCKON BIACTH U O01Ie-
ctBa Hayana XX B. OT TSDKECTH BEPIUKTA, KOTOPBIM HMCTOPHUK, 3a4acTyl PYyKO-
BOJICTBYSICh COOCTBEHHBIMH MOJUTUYECKUMHU B3TJISAAMHU U TIPEANOYTECHUSIMHU, BBIHO-
CHT CBOMM «T€POSIM» C HEOTPABIAHHOM PE3KOCTHIO .

[TonbiTKN aHam3a pedaeKkcu COBPEMEHHUKOB TE€X COOBITUI MO BOIIPOCY O TOM,
C KaKOro MOMEHTa MOYKHO T'OBOPUTH O BHYTPUIIOJIUTHYECKOM KpU3Hce Hadanma XX B.
B Poccum xak 0 peBomonyu, B pOCCUMCKON MCTOPUYECKON HAYKE TOJBKO HAYMHAIOT
npeanpuHuMarbesi. K.A. ConoBseB nepBbIM 3aMeTHil, YTO B 1905 r. peBONIOLHIO
«JIMaTHOCTUPOBAJINY JIaJIEKO HE BCE MPEJICTABUTEIN BBICIIEH OIOPOKpATUH U OOIIECT-
BEHHBIX CHII'. OH e 0OpaTH/I BHUMAHHE HA TO 00CTOATENIBCTBO, YTO XPOHOJNOIHYe-
ckue pamku IlepBoil pycCKOUl PEBOMIONMU B OLEHKAX COBPEMEHHUKOB OTHIO/b HE
BCETJIa COBIAJIAIOT C MUCTOpUOTpadUUYECKON Tpaguiuen ee H3yquI/I$I6. Bonpocom o
«TO4Ke oTcyera» IlepBoil pycCKOM PEBOJIIONMHU 3a0A0TCA U APYTUe HCTOpI/IKI/I7. 3Ha-
YUTEIIbHBIN BKJIAJ B ONPENEIIEHNE XPOHOJIOTHUECKUX pamok [lepBoi pycckol peBo-

poccuiickas peBononusa u mapusM. Coser munuctpoB Poccun B 1905-1907 rr. — Mocksa: Hayka
1982; TIlepBas peBomonust B Poccum: B3risg depe3 crosieTue / OTBETCTBEHHBIE PEAAaKTOPbI
A.Il. Kopenun, C.B. Trwotiokun. — Mocksa: [lamsatHuku ucropuueckoit Meicau, 2005; Yepmen-
ckuu E.J]. Bypkya3us u napusm B IIepBOil pycckoil peBotonuu. — Mocksa: Msiciib, 1970.

> Cwm.: Ilenoxaes B.B., Conosves K.A. Kpusuc Poccuiickoil HMIepHH Kak HCTOpHOrpadude-
ckas mpobsieMa // Poccuiickast ucropus. —2019. — Ne 2. — C. 142-145.

* Cm.: Kynukos C.B. TocyiapcTBEHHO-TIPABOBOIT IMCKYPC, NMITEPATOPCKOE TPABHTENHCTBO H
JTyMCKasi OImno3unus B Hauane XX Beka // Biacte, obmecTtBo u pedopmel B Poccun (XVI — Hauano
XX B.). Marepuansl HayuHo-TeopeTnueckoi kKoH(pepenuuu (Canxt-IletepOypr, 8—10 nexabps
2003 r.) — Cankr-Ilerepoypr: Cankt-IlerepOyprckuii ynusepcuret, 2004. — C. 283.

> Cm.: Conosves K.A. Beicmas OrOpOKpaTHs U OOIIECTBEHHOE MHEHHE B MEPBYIO PYCCKYIO pe-
Bostonuio // PeBomonmonapusm B Poccun: cumBoisibl M 1Beta peBositonuu. 100-netuto mepsoit
pycckoii peBoroiuu nocsiiaercs: COopHuk crareid / orBeTcTBeHHBIN penaktop A.IL JloryHoB. —
Mocksa: PITYVY, 2005. — C. 63—-66.

% Cm.: Conosves K.A. PeBomromust 00ycnaBimBaeTcss «CJIabOCThIO 3aIUTHI, @ HE CHJIOW Hara-
nenus» // Poccuiickast ucropust. —2016. — Ne 4. — C. 73-76.

7 Cm., nanpumep: I pocyn B.A. Korna nadanace peBomonus 1905 roga? // Poccuiickas ucro-
pust. —2016. —Ne 4. — C. 78-8]1.
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JIOIMU BHECIM 3apyOekHble uccienoBaTenu: A. Duiep CBSI3bIBaI €€ Hayalio C HO-
SAOPLCKMM 3eMCKHM che3oM 1904 T. n «GankeTHol kammanuein»®, a C. Xapkeiis
CUMTaJ, YTO PEBOJIOLMS 3aBEPIINIACH C MOJABICHUEM BOOPY>KEHHBIX BOCCTaHHUI B
nekabpe 1905 r.

U Bce ke HEOOXOIUMOCTh MOAXOIUTh K U3yYSHHIO MOHATHUS «PEBOIONUA» KOM-
IJIEKCHO, UCCIIE0BATh HE TOJIBKO TO, KaK MOHUMAJICA 3TOT TEPMHUH, HO U KTO, KOT/1a
U TPUMEHUTENBHO K KaKUM COOBITHSIM HCIIONIB30Ball €ro, Obljla KOHCTaTUPOBAaHA B
OTEUECTBEHHOH HMCTOpUOrpadyuy CPaBHUTEILHO HEeNaBHO . OJHAKO MCCIENOBATENb
BCET/J]a PUCKYET IMONacTh B JINHIBUCTUYECKYIO JIOBYIIKY, TOCKOJIBKY

IOHATHSA, C KOTOPBIMH OH pa60TaeT N KOTOPLIC KAXKYTCA €MY 3HAKOMBIMHU, MOT'YT TaUTb B

11
cebe HCIIPUMCHUMOCTDb K KOHKPETHOMY UCTOPUYCCKOMY MATCpUAILy .

A 3HAYUT «pacmMPpPOBKa» ITUX MOHSATUMN, BBISIBIIEHUE CMBICIOB, KOTOPHIMU Ha-
JETSUIA UX COBPEMEHHUKH, CTAHOBITCA BAXKHEHIIMMU 3aJadyamMu Uil uctopuka. K
MOHATUIO «PEBOIIOLMS» B KOHTEKCTe coObiTuid 1905 1. B Poccun 310 yTBEpKIeHHE
[IPUMEHUMO B IIOJIHOM Mepe.

OcHOBHasl YacTh

TepMuH «peBOJIOLUS), BIEPBbIE YHNOTPEOJIEHHBIM aCTPOHOMAaMH, HPHOOpPEI
0JIM3K0€ HaM 00IIeCTBEHHO-ToIUTHYecKoe 3Byyanue B HoBoe Bpems. C Tex mop oHO
HaITOJIHSUIOCH PA3JIMYHBIM, MHOTAA NMPOTUBOIOJIOKHBIM cojepxanrueM. Ho HecmoTtps
Ha 3TO, JB€ (hyHJAaMEHTaJIbHbIE KOHUEHIMH «PEBOJIIOLMNU», CHOPMUPOBABILNECS B
3amaJHOEBPONENCKON MMOJUTUYECKON MBICIIH, 3a4aCTYI0 JOTOJHIN IPYT APYra.

Emie ¢paniry3ckre SHUMKIONEAUCTBl YTBEPKIAAIH, UTO «PEBOJIIOLMSY MPeAnoa-
rajla yCTaHOBIICHHE 106020, Golee cnpasednusozo nopsaaka'”. Eciiu ke peds Iu1a He
0 CMEHE T'OCYJJapCTBEHHOT'0 YCTPOICTBa, a O paJuKaibHON TpaHcPopMaIuu oOLIecT-
BEHHOI'0 CO3HAHMS, TO ATOT MPOLIECC HA3bIBAJIM «MUPHOU peBOJOnMEr yMoB». Ko-

¥ Cm.: Ascher A. The Revolution of 1905. 2 vols. Vol. I: Russia in disarray. — Stanford, Cal.:
Stanford University Press, 1988. —P. 100-101.

 Cm.: Harcave S. First blood. The Russian revolution of 1905. — London: The Bodley head,
1964. — P. 245-247, 260-262.

' Cwm.: Illenoxaes B.B. CocTosHHE COBPEMEHHOTO HCTOPHOTPadHUeckoro mojsi POCCHIACKOro
nubepanusma 1 koHcepatusma // Ha pasusie Tembl. — MockBa: POCCIIOH, 2016. - C. 411-412.

"' Cxunnep K. 3mauenwe w moHmMamnme wcTOpuH el // KeMOpHIKCKas MIKOTA: TEOPHs H
MPAaKTUKa UHTEJUIEKTyaabHON uctopun / cocraButenu T. Atnames, M. Bemmxes. — Mocksa: Ho-
BO€ JHuTeparypHoe obo3penue, 2018. — C. 84.

2 Cm.: Bymwem H. u np. Pesomorms (Revolution), 6yHT, cMyTa, IpakIaHCKas BOHHA
(Rebellion, Aufruhr, Biirgerkrieg) // CoBaps OCHOBHBIX HCTOpUYECKUX MOHATHIL: I30panHbIe cTa-
teu: B 2 T. T. 1. / mepeBon ¢ Hemenkoro K. Jleuncon, cocraBurenu 0. 3apenxwnii, K. JleBuHcoH,
W. Mupne; Hay4ynslii penakrop nepesoaa 0. Apnayrosa. — MockBa: HoBoe nurepatypHoe 0603pe-
Hue, 2014. — C. 614615, 619.
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HEYHO, MOJIUTUYECKAs «PEBOJIOLHMS» MOYTH HUKOTJA HEe 00XOAmiach 0e3 HaCHIIHSL.
OJIHAKO OHO GBIIO «CHTHAJIOM CBOGOJIBIY M MOITOMY CUHTAIIOCH ONPABIAHHBIM .

[ToHsTHS «peBONMIOIUU» U «OYHTa» B paMKax 3asBJIICHHON KOHILIENIIUU HE TOJBKO
HE OTOXAECTBIISUIUCH, HO U MPOTUBOIOCTABIISUIMCH APYT Apyry. «beITh “OyHTOBIIM-
KOM” CUMTANOCh IUIOXO, 4 OBITH “PEBONIOMHOHEPOM” — Xopomoy»''. Y 1om00HOro
B3IJIs11a HA PEBOJIIONNIO, 0€3YCIOBHO, ObUIH cephe3Hble ONMMOHEHTh. OHM pacleHu-
BAJIA PEBOJIIOLMIO KaK HACUTbCMBEHHOe PA3PYLIEHUE 3dKOHHO20 TIOPSAKA U CUATAIIN
€e €CJIM He MPSIMbIM CUHOHUMOM OYHTa, TO €r0 €CTECTBEHHBIM, JIOTHYHBIM MPOJI0JI-
KEHUEM.

B poccuiickoil 001ecTBeHHONW MBICIM BTOpO# mojioBUHbl XIX — Hauyana XX B.
OBLIIM TIPEACTABICHBl 00€ TPAKTOBKU MOHATHS «PEBOJIOLUNY», IPUYEM IEpBasi €ro
MHTEpHpeTanus Obljia XapakTepHa OTHIOAb HE TOJIBKO ISl COLMA-IEMOKPAaTOB U Ha-
poanukoB. [I.H. MuItOKOB NpUMEHSI SMUTET «PEBOTIOLMOHHBIN KaK B OTHOIICHUU
MIPOBOAMUBIINXCS BJIACTHIO «KPYITHBIX, IPOTPECCUBHBIX MEP», TaK U MPUMEHUTEIBHO
K TEM OCHOBOIIOJATalOIIMM Il OOLIECTBA UAESIM, KOTOPbIE MOATAIIKMBAIN MPaBU-
TEJIBCTBO K MPOBEJIEHUIO pedopM, HO MOKa €Ie HE HAIUIM (PAaKTUYECKOro BOIUIOLIE-
HUSL B TOCY/apCTBEHHOM moymtrke . He OTpHIas BOMCTHHY MCTOPUYECKOTO Xapak-
Tepa HEKOTOPBIX PEBOJIOLMOHHBIX INpeoOpasoBanuii, b.H. Unuepun Bce xe ObuI
yOeX/IeH, UTO PEBOJIIOLUS — «3TO BCEr/la HACUJIUE, a HE MPaBO», B TO BpeMs Kak J10-
pora k cBo00/1e MOIJIa ObITh MPOJIOKEHA He HHAYE, KAK 3aKOHHBIM ITyTeM .

K xonny XIX B. B Poccun, Benen 3a €eBpONENCKON MOTUTUYECKOW MBICIBIO, 11O
TEPMHUHOM «PEBOJIIOLMS CTAIN MOHUMATh COBOKYITHOCTh MOJUTUYECKUX U COLUATIb-
HbIX BosiHEHUH. [1o onpeaenenunto, TaHHOMY B « DHIIMKIONEIUYECKOM cioBape bpok-
ray3a u Edponay, peBomonueii cuurancs «mojHbIi <...> MepeBOPOT BO BCEM TOCY-
JIAPCTBEHHOM H OOIIECTBEHHOM CTpOe CTpaHbl»' . Takas peBONIOLHS JODKHA ObLIa
OCYUIECTBJISATHCA MOJHUEHOCHO, €1 00s13aTeIbHO MPEAIIECTBOBAIO HIMPOKOE 00IIe-
CTBEHHOE JIBUJKEHHUE, a BJIACTh B PE3yJbTaTe €€ OCYLIECTBJICHMs JOJDKHa Obula He-
MIPEMEHHO MEepenTH U3 oHUX pyK B Apyrue. Ho ¢pyHnamenTanbHass 0cOOEHHOCTH pe-
BOJIIOLMY B JJAHHOM MOHHMMaHHUM COCTOSUIa B TOM, UYTO «KakK Obl ObICTpa M BHE3AIHA,
MO-BUAMMOMY» OHA HU ObLIa,

P Bywsem H. w mp. Pesomorms (Revolution), 6yHT, cMyTa, rpaxaanckas Boiiaa (Rebellion,
Aufruhr, Biirgerkrieg). — C. 620.

" Bynsem H. u np. Pesomroumst (Revolution), 6yHT, cMyTa, rpaxxaaHckas Boiina (Rebellion,
Aufruhr, Biirgerkrieg). — C. 524.

> Cm.: Posenmans M.C. Peomouus // Poccuiicknit mubepammsm cepeaunust X VI — Hauana
XX Beka: sHuumKiIoneaus / orBercTBeHHBbIM pemakrop B.B. IllenoxaeB. — Mocksa: POCCIIOH,
2010. - C. 789.

1% Posenmans 1.C. Pesomromust. — C. 790.

'7 Boooeosos B.B. Peomouus // Bpokeays @.A., Eppon H.A. DHUHKIONEINYECKUN CIOBApb:
B 86 T. T. 26: Pabouas kamxkka — Pezomrorus. — Cankr-IlerepOypr: M3narensckoe nemno, ObiBiiee
Bbpoxkrayz—Edpon, 1899. — C. 437.
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B HeﬁCTBHTeHBHOCTH OHa BCCraa nmoAroTaBJIMBaACTCA ACCATUIICTUAMU, OAXKE CTOJICTHUAMU, U
COBCpUIACTCA TOJIBKO TOrja, Korga rocyaapCTBCHHBIC q)OpMBI HEC U3MCHAIOTCSA B COOTBET-
CTBHUH C UBMCHCHUEM 3KOHOMUYCCKHUX W MHBIX O6H.[CCTB€HHLIX OTHOH.IGHHﬁ, " BHOBb YCH-

JIMBIIHUCCA O6IH€CTBCHHI)I€ KJIaCChl HE IMOJIB3YIOTCA IpaBaMH, COOTBETCTBCHHBIMU HX I10-

JIOKCHHIO 18 .

Takne M3MEHEHHsI MOIJIM IIPOUCXOJNUTh KaK HACWJIBCTBEHHBIM, TAK U HEHACHIIb-
CTBEHHBIM IIyTEM.

[103TOMY COBEPLIEHHO HEYIMBUTENIBHO, YTO JOJITOE BpEMsI HUKOMY HE IIPUXOAU-
JIO B FOJIOBY Ha3blBaTh Kakue Obl TO HU ObUIO mpousoleamnue B Poccuiickoir nmrie-
puu coObITUs peBomtonneit. OaHaKO TEHJEHIIMHU, KOTOpble, Kak yTBepxkaan P. [lap-
The, NpenauecTBoBain OpaHily3cKoi peBONIIOLMH, Ha0MI0AanuCch HakanyHe 1905 1. u
B POCCHIICKOM 0OILIECTBEHHOM MHEHMHU. Paccyxnas o peanusx @paHuuu nociaenHen
yetBeptr X VIII B., ICTOpUK roBOpuUII O

pa30ouapoBaHUU UIMPOKUX KPYroB 0Opa30BAaHHBIX JIIOJIEH, HEJOBEPHH K aBTOPUTETaM, 00-

BUHCHHWHN B HCCUACTBAX 06IH€CTB21 TOr'0, KTO OCYHICCTBJIACT BCPXOBHYIO BJIACTb, U IMUTAC-

o 1
MOW MHOTMIMH HAACK/IC HA TO, YTO HACTYIIUT HOBAs 5pa 9.

[Tapamnenn Mexay (ppaHIy3CKUMU U POCCUMCKUMU MPEIPEBOTIOIMOHHBIMU pea-
JUSMH, OYEBUAHO, HarpamuBainuch. COBpEMEHHUKH MNPEObIBAIM B OKUJAHUU: OJI-
HU — B TPEBOXKHOM, IPYTU€ — B HETEPIIEITUBOM.

VYouticto 15 utona 1904 r. munuctpa BuyTpeHnux nen B.K. Ilnese eme Gosee
HaKaJWIo 00CTaHOBKY B cTpaHe. OTHbIHE MHOTHE CUMTANIN, YTO PEBOJIIOLMS TPO3UIIA
Poccun yxe He B OTHAAJICHHOM, a B OJIMDKAMIIEH MepcrneKTuBe. XapakTepusys 0o0IIue
HAaCTPOEHHUsI B cpejie Bhicuiel Oropokparuu HakanyHe 1905 r., [1.B. BonoOyeB Ha3bl-
BaJ MX MPEIdyBCTBHEM HAPACTAHMS «PEBOIIOMMOHHOrO MOI3EMHOTO ryima» .. Ecim
«HE yJIOBJETBOPUTH BIIOJHE €CTECTBEHHBIX KEJIaHWH BCEX, TO MEpeMEHbl OyIyT U
y>K€ B BHJIC PEBOJIIOIMI», — HAcTauBall B KoHIle HOsOpst 1904 r. I1.J[. Cesitomomnk-
Mupckuii, yoex1as UMIepaTopa COrIACUTHCS Ha OCYIIECTBIEHUE MTPEeAJIaraeMoil Ho-
BBIM MMHHCTPOM BHYTPEHHHX el mporpamMbl pedopm>. ITo CBHAETEILCTBY

'8 Boooeozoe B.B. Peomorust. — C. 437.

¥ [lapmve P. Kynprypasie ucrokn OpaHIy3cKOH PEBOMONUH / IEpeBO] ¢ (PaHITy3CKOrO
0.3. I'punbepr. — Mocksa: HckycctBo, 2001. — C. 207.

% Bono6yes I1.B. 1905 Tox — Hauamo PeBOTIONMOHHBIX MOTpsicennii XX Beka B Poccun //
1905 rox — Hauano peBOMIOLMOHHBIX MOTpsiceHui B Poccun XX Beka: MaTepuasbl MEXAYHApO-
HOM KoH(pepeHy / oTBeTcTBeHHBIHN penakTop I1.B. Bonobyes. — Mockaa: [6.1.], 1996. — C. 8.

2! Iur. mo: Conosves K.A. B oxumanun Pedopmbr: BracTh m 0011€CTBO HAaKaHyHE STHBapPS
1905 r. // Hapon u BnacTh: B3auMO/JICHCTBHE B UCTOPUU U COBPEMEHHOCTH: COOPHUK HAYUHBIX TPY-
noB. Bemm. 2. / orBerctBeHHbI penaktop M.B. MuxeeBa, @.A. Cene3neB.— Hwxnuit Hosropon:

Pactp, HY BIIO, 2015. — C. 363.
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A.C. CyBopuHa, «6osuics Becub» u C.JO. Burre®. A CTOSBIINIA y HCTOKOB CO3IAHMS
«Coro3za OcBoboxaenus» B.Sl. boryuapckuii 611 aOCOMIOTHO YOSXKICH B TOM, YTO
rpsaymue co0biTus B Poccun He OyayT yctynats o Macmrtady dpaHiy3ckoil peBo-
momun™. W 5Ta IIepCreKTHBa ero CoBEpLICHHO He MyTala.

CoObITHS pa3BUBAIUCH CTPEMUTENBHO, HO OYEHb HEMHOTHE COBPEMEHHUKHU ObLIN
CKJIOHHBI CUMTaTh KpoBaBoe BOCKpECEHbE MOJIHTHYECKHM OyHTOM . HekoTopsie,
nogo0Ho JI.A. TuxomMupoBy, moHaYaTy pearupoBaid Ha coObiTus 9 suBaps 1905 r. B
Iletep6ypre KpaiiHe SMOLMOHATIBHO™, HO C TEUEHHEM BPEMEHH IepecMaTpHBAIIH
cBoM oneHKn™’. IIpaBbie %e, €CIU U MUCATH O «PEBOJIOLHIY, TO 3a4acTyI0 HMEIH B
BUJly HE IIOJINTUYECKYIO CUTYALHIO, a IIPEACTABUTENECH pafuKalbHON onno3unuu. He
ciiy4ailHo BUIHBIN KoHcepBatuBHbIM myOnumuct K.H. IlacxanoB Ha3zBayi BoccTaHue
Ha OpoHeHocue «Kus3b [ToremkuH-TaBpuyeckuin» «OAECCKUM MOTPOMOM IO PyKO-
BOJICTBOM €BPEHCKO# peBOrOImm»” . W JHIIb eIMHUIBI MOJIATANH, YTO PEBONIOLMS
Poccun He yrpokana, a pasmax AESITEIbHOCTH PEBOJIIOLUOHHOIO JIBUKEHUS ObLI
CWJIBHO IIpeyBesnyeH. [lecTabunn3anuio NoJIMTHYECKOH 0OOCTAaHOBKH B UMIIEPUU 3TU
HEMHOTHE OOIIECTBEHHBIE NIEATENN OOBACHSIIA MCKIIOUUTEIbHO aKTUBHOCTBIO «3a-
PYOEKHOI PEBOTIOLHOHHON HAPTHI» .

BHYTpUNOJIMTUYECKUI KPU3NC HE ONPENEISIN KAK PEBOJIIOLUIO U B IIPABUTENb-
CTBEHHBIX Kpyrax. Ha mpotrsokenun Gonbmeil yactu 1905 r. m1s ero o6o3HaueHus
MOJIb30BAIMCH APYTHUM TEPMHHOM — «cMyTa». ['oBOps 0 Hell, COBpEMEHHUKH MOTJIH
MMETh B BHJly KaK MOJNaJaBUIME MOJ JACHCTBUE YTOJOBHOTO YJIOXEHUS MOJUTHYE-
CKHe MPaBOHAPYILICHHS , TAK M OOILIYI0 XapaKTEPHCTHKY KPH3HCA B3aHMOOTHOIIE-
HUH BJIACTU M OOILECTBA, KOTOPHIN acCOUUUPOBAICS Yy HUX cO CMyTHBIM BPEMEHEM.
B ob6oux ciydasx TepMHH «CMyTa» MMeEN PE3KO HEratuBHYIO OKpacky. W Bce ke

2 Cwm.: Boedanosuu A.B. Tpu camonepxua. JlHeBHUKM reHepanbiin bormanoBuy. — Mocksa:
Beue, 2008. — C. 256.

3 Cwm.: Conosves K.A. B oxunanun Pedopmbl: B1acTs 1 0011ecTBO HakaHyHe sitHBaps 1905 r. —
C. 362.

#* Cwm.: Kupees A.A. JueBnuk. 1905-1910 / cocraButens K.A. ComnoBbeB. — Mockaa:
POCCII3H, 2010. - C. 22.
> «B Tlerepbypre (OPMEHHASI PEBOIIOLFS...», — 3amical B xHeBHuKe 10 stHBaps 1905 T.

JLA. TuxomupoB ([JueBuuk JI.A. TuxomupoBa. 1905-1907 rr. / cocraButenu A.B. PemnHukos,
b.C. KotoB. — Mockpa: POCCIIBH, 2015. - C. 37).

2% Vke BecHoit 1905 r. JI.A. THXOMHPOB TOJAral, YTO PEBOIONMS B Poccnn Gbiia BO3MOKHA
JUIIb B MIEPCHEKTHUBE U TOJBKO B TOM CiIy4ae, €CJId BJIACTh MOWJET HA OCYLIECTBICHUE KOHCTUTY-
uoHHBIX pedopm ([ueBuuk JI.A. Tuxomuposa. 1905-1907 rr. — C. 67, 72, 100).

" [Tacxanos K.H. COopHUK cTaTeid, BO33BaHUH, 3aMUCOK, peueil u mpod. Mapt 1905 — ABryct
1906 r. — Mocksa: [b.u.], 1906. — C. 91.

8 Cwm.: ITasnos H.M. O 3HAYEHHH «BBIGOPHBIXY» [0 PYCCKOMY HAPOAHOMY BO33BAHHIO. — Xaph-
koB: Tunorpadus rydepuckoro npasienus, 1905. — C. 15-16.

¥ Cwm.: Hosoe YIOJIOBHOE yJokeHue, Bricowaiiie yrBep:kaeHHoe 22 mapra 1903 roma. —
Cankt-IlerepOypr: U3narenscTBo B.I1. Anncumona, 1903. — C. 50-57.
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«CMYTBSHBD» HE CTaBWJIM I10J] COMHEHUE JIETUTUMHOCTh BEPXOBHOM BJIACTH, HE MO-
KyIIaJUCh Ha Hee OTKpbITOo. [loaToMy B IOTHKE pPOCCHUICKOW OOIIECTBEHHO-
MOJIMTHUYECKOW MBICII Hadasia XX B. CMyTa MOIJIa OPEAIIECTBOBATh PEBOJIFOLINM, HO
He ObliIa TOXKJAECTBEHHA €.

['onoca npencraBuTeneil BbICIIEl OIOPOKpAaTUH, YOEKIECHHBIX B TOM, YTO BIIOPY
ObLIO TOBOPHUTH HE O CMYTE, @ O CaMOM HACTOSAIICH pPEBONIOIHH, MMOHAYATy OBLIH
equanyHbiMU. 11 despans 1905 r. na 3aceganun Coeta MUHUCTPOB ['ocynapcTBeH-
HbIl KoHTpOoJep I1.JI. JIoOko, He MPOU3HOCS BCIIyX CJIOBA «PEBOIOLUSY, YTBEPKIAI,
4TO «HE MPeoOPa30BATEIBHYIO 1I€JIb UMEIOT BOJIHEHUS — YCTPAaHUTh CAMOJEpKABUE.
BacTh TOCHOACTBYIONINX KIaccoBy . Ocobas OMacHOCTb 3aKIIOYaIach B TOM, UTO
IIPOUCXOIMBIINE B CTpaHe coObITHS, ¢ ToukH 3peHus [1.JI. JIoOko, neMmoHCcTpupoBaiu
MPU3HAKU HE TOJIBKO MOJUTUYECKOM, HO U COLIMAIBHON PEBOJIIOLIHH.

Ha3bIBasi KpeCcThIHCKUE BBICTYIUICHHsS M BOJIHEHMS 3€MCKUX Bpadeil bamanios-
ckoro yesma CapaTOBCKOH TyGepHHH «PEBOIIONHOHHBIME IIPOSBICHUAME» |,
I1.A. CTOJIBIITMH OTHUM M3 MEPBBIX SKCTPANIOJIUPOBAI JIMUTET «PEBOITIOLMOHHBIN) HE
TOJIbKO Ha HEJIETaJIbHbIEC MOJUTUUYECKUE OOBbETUHEHMS], HO U Ha COOBITHS B TYOEpHHUH
B 1esnoM. [logoOHo#t TepmuHosiorun seroM 1905 r. mpuaepKUBaIuCh U OTIEIbHBIC
IpEeICTaBUTENN CTOJIMYHON OropokpaTun. bynyun yoexaeH, uto Poccus nepexuBana
pesomonmio, A.H. KynoMmsun yBepsin ynpasirtroniero aeinamu Komurera MUHUCTPOB
Gapora D.10. Hombzie B TOM, «4TO OHa YJISDKETCsl, KaK TONbKO cobepercst ymax . 1
TOT GBLI TOJHOCTHIO COINIACEH CO CBOMM KOPPECIOHIEHTOM . YBEpPEHHOCTb B TOM,
YTO CO3bIB HAPOJHOT'O IPEICTABUTENILCTBA MOJIOKUT KOHEL PEBOJIFOMOHHOMY KpH-
3UCYy HE TMOKH/Iaja MHOTUX OOIIECTBEHHBIX AesaTeneil naxe B Aekadbpe 1905 r., koraa

o 34
CUTyaluAa B pAAC PAUNOHOB NMIICPHUHU YKC BbIIIA U3-I10A KOHTPOJIA BJIACTCH .

39 3acenanms CoBera muHnctpos 3 u 11 despams 1905 r. B 3amucsx D.F0. Honbae / Berymnu-
TenpHas cTaThs U nyonukanus P.II. "anenuna) / Apxeorpaduyeckuii exerogHuk 3a 1989 roa. —
Mocksa: Hayka, 1990. — C. 300.

1 Cwm.: Pepomommst 1905 roxa u camozepxasue / [lonrorosuna k neyaru B.I1. CemenHnkoBa,
npenuciosue A.M. Ilankparosoii, npumedanns M.U. Axyn u B.A. IlerpoBa. — Mocksa; Jlenun-
rpaxa: '3, 1928. — C. 99.

32 Mucema x D.JO. Hombze Kynom3una A.H., unena I'oc. coBera, craTc-cekpeTrapsi, O IPOEKTe
3aKOHOCOBEIATENBbHOM («ByJBIrMHCKOW») TyMBl, co3gaHuu «Coro3a CO030B», BOSBHUKHOBEHNH pa-
004MX KPYXKKOB U JIp. coObITHAX JieTa 1905 1. 14-27 uronsa 1905 r. // Poccuiickuii rocyapcTBeH-
HbI ucropuyeckuit apxus (PTUA). — ®. 727. — Om. 2. — 1. 193. - JI. 3.

33 Mucema Homsae D.10., Oap., ympasmstomiero neiramu Komurtera muHuCTpoB, Kynomsuny
A.H. o 3akmouenun mupa c fnoHuel, Haaex/1e Ha MO3UTUBHBIE NIEPEMEHBI; O JieueHuH B Kapic-
6ane, miuanax Bo3BpauieHus B [lerepOypr u nmocnenyromiei noe3axu Ha KaBkas; o nenecoobpasHo-
CTH MPOJIOJKEHUS paboThl CHOUPCKOTO KOMHUTETA; 0 3aceqaHusx OcoObIX COBEIIaHui MOoJ Mpei-
cenarenbcTBoM Comnbekoro J[.M. 27 aBrycra—24 centsiopsa 1905 r. // PTUA. — @. 1642. — Om. 1. —
. 396.—J1. 1 06.

5 jexabps 1905 . B xoze Ilapckocenbeknx cosermannii Gapon I1.JI. Kopd sassms, |ro
«co3bIB ['0CcygapCTBEHHOM TyMbI — 3TO KOHEI] peBOOIUKW». CM. [TpoTOKOIIBI ITAPCKOCENBCKUX CO-
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Heuz6exnas B ciydae cozmanusi ['ocyapcTBEeHHOM AyMbl TpaHChoOpMaIus cuc-
TEMBI TOCYJJAPCTBEHHOTO YMPABJICHUS B T1a3aX MHOTHX CAHOBHMKOB HE TaWjia B ceOe
YIpO3bl ACKAJIAIMKM aHTUTOCYIAPCTBEHHOTO Hacuius. Psij npeacraBuTeneil mpaBoMo-
HapXUYECKOM ONIO3UIINH, HAIIPOTUB, CUUTAIIA CaMy MOCTAHOBKY BOIIPOCA O CO3bIBE B
Poccun HapoaHOTO MPEACTaBUTENBCTBA IPEABECTHUKOM peBotonnu. Eme B cepenu-
He uronsa 1905 r. K.H. IlacxanoB B 0JIHOM M3 CBOMX CTaTEd MMEHOBAJI aBTOPOB MPO-
exTa ByIbIrHHCKOM JyMbl He HHAue, KaK «PEBONIOLHOHHBIME IPyIIaMm» . Biacts
pearupoBaja Ha 3TO CIIOKOWHO. Tak, MUHUCTp BHYTpeHHUX Aea A.l'. bynsirun nona-
rajl, 4To MOJUTHUYECKUN paJuKaau3M ObLT HE CBOMCTBEHEH «PYCCKOMY HaIlMOHAIb-
HOMY XapakTepy» . A MOTOMY ONACeHHii B TOM, 4To JlyMa CTaHET PyIIOpOM PEBO-
JIOLIMOHHOM Mpomaras/ibl, y pa3paboTUMKOB €€ mpoekTa jetoM 1905 r. He BO3HMKA-
J10.

CTOpOHHUKH HEOOXOJIMMOCTH CKOPEHUIINX MOJUTUYECKUX PePOopM MPHU3BIBAIU
BJIaCTh JIEMCTBOBATh pemmTesbHo. 1 utoHsa 1905 r. A.A. KionoB OykBansHO Tpebo-
Bas1 oT Hukomas I ux ocymecrBienus:

...HaM I'pO3UT PEBOJIIOLIUS CHU3Y, HaJI0 IIPOU3BECTH €€ cBepXy. HaMm peBostonioHHas nap-
THs 06emaeT cBoGO Iy, MOPSIIOK, 3aKOHHOCTB, HA/I0 AaTh MX C BEICOTHI IIPECTONa’ .

B 3TOM npu3eIiBe APKO MPOSBUIICS YK€ CTABIINN TPAAULUMOHHBIM ISl POCCUMCKON
OOIIECTBEHHOM MBICIIM Jyajli3M B TOHUMAaHUU PEBOJIIOLMH. Te 00111eCTBEHHbIE CUIIbI,
KOTOpBIE TpeOOBaM OT BIACTH MPOBEACHMS MOJUTHUYECKUX pedopM, pyKOBOJCTBO-
BaJIUCh NO3UMUBHOU KOHYenyuel PEBOJIIOLUN U HACTauBaJIl HA TOM, YTOOBI UMIIEpa-
TOP U €ro OKPYKEHUE CMUPHIUCH C €CTECTBEHHBIM, 110 UX MHEHUIO, XOJIOM BEILEH U
NpUAAIN CHPABEAJUMBBIM MPUTA3AHUSAM OOIIECTBEHHOCTH CUJy 3aKOoHAa. EnMHCTBEH-
HBIM 1IAHC AJIsl BJIACTH U30€KaTh He2amueHo20 CLIEHApUsl — MOIBITKHM HACHIJIbCTBEH-
HOI'O OCYILECTBJICHUS PAJMKaAJIaMU I'OCYJAPCTBEHHOI'O IEPEBOPOTA — BUIEIICS MHO-
I'MM COBPEMEHHHUKaM B TOM, 4ToObI B [leTepOypre He mpocTo «CKpems cepale» Mnpu-
HSUIA NO3UMUBHYI0 PEBOJIIOLIAIO, HO U CMOTJIN €€ BO3TJIABUTh.

[IpaBble oTpearupoBaiu Ha 3TU TpPeOOBaHUS He3aMmemauTenabHo. OIHAKO HX
B3MIsIA6I Ha poHe 3ckanmanuu B 1905 1. B Poccun peBOIIONMOHHOrO KpU3HUCa HE OT-
JUYAIACh NOCIIE0BATENbHOCTHIO. [IporcxoauBLIee cTano sl HUX HACTOJIBKO CHJIb-

Bemanuit (1905-1906 rr.) // Pycckuii KOHCTUTYITMOHATU3M: OT CaMOIeP KaBHs K KOHCTHUTYIITHOHHO-
napjaMeHTcKo MoHapxuu: COOpHHK JOKYMEHTOB / aBTOpbI-cocTaBuTenn A.B. T'oronesckuid,
b.H. Koanes. — Mockga: FOpucts, 2001. — C. 47).

3 Macxanos K.H. COopHuK craTeil, BO33BaHUH, 3aMKUCOK, peueit u nmpod. Mapt 1905—ABryct
1906 r. — C. 93.

3 CooOpaxxenus Munucrtpa Buyrpennux Jlen o nopsiake ocymiectieHus: peckpunrta 18 ¢es-
pansg 1905 r. 14 utons—29 urons 1905 r. // PTUA. — ®@. 1544. — On. 1. — JI. 1. = JI. 10 06. (deno
Cosemanust i o0cyxaeHus nonoxenuit Peckpunra 18 ¢espans 1905 . Y. 1.)

37 TaiiHblil COBETHHK umrneparopa / aBTopbl-coctaBurenu B.M. Kpsuios, H.A. ManeBaHos,
B.1. TpaBun. — Cankr-IlerepOypr: XXI Bek, 2002. — C. 353.
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HBIM IIOKOM, YTO C TPYJAOM IOJJaBAJIOCh TEOPETUYECKOMY OCMBICIEHUI0. XOTs, O4e-
BUJIHO, YTO K 3TOMY OCO3HAHHO CTPEMUJIMChH TOI/Ia HEMHOTHE KOHcepBaTopbl. OHU
0O0JIE3HEHHO PearupoBajy Ha CTPEMUTENBbHYIO TpaHC(OPMALUIO MOJIUTHYECKON pe-
QJIBHOCTH, TPOMOIJIACHO €€ OCYXKJaJdh, HO 4YyBCTBOBAJIU ce0si OECCUIBHBIMU UTO-
1100 n3MeHuTh. [10ATOMy MHOTHE O0IIECTBEHHBIE IeATENH IIpaBoro Toika B 1905 r.
«IyTAJIUCh B MOKA3aHUIX», TIONIEPEMEHHO Ha3bIBasi MPOUCXOAMBIINE B CTPaHE COOBI-
THS TO PEBOJIIOLIHEI, TO CMyTOIT .

K ocenu 1905 r. BHyTpunonutuueckas curyanus B Poccun oboctpuiiace 10 npe-
nena. [IpencraBuTtenn MeCTHOM afIMUHUCTPALIMU TO U J€JI0 Hanpasisuiu B [lerepOypr
3aMUCKU U MHUChMA C MPEAOCTEPEKEHUSIMHI, HUCKOJIBKO HE CTECHSSCH OTKPBITO TOBO-
PHTb B HEX O TOM, YTO CTPAHE IPO3HIIA «PEBONIOMHSL) . A HEKOTOpPbIE MPHIBOPHBIC
CUMTAIIH «PEBOIOIIMIO» CBEPIIMBIIMMCS (haKToM™ .

Ho camo ci1oBO «peBoronus», KOTOPOE€ CAHOBHUKAMM YK€ HAIIPSIMYIO IIPOU3HO-
CHJIOCh B YaCTHBIX Oecenax’ , Ha ypOBHE OQHUIHATBHOIO JeI0NMPOM3BOICTBA OCTABA-
Joch TabyHMpOBaHHEIM. B KpaifHeM ciiydae YIOMMHAIOCh O «Gecropsakax» ', KOTo-

¥ B cepemune mromst 1905 1. B.A. TpUHIMYT YBEpPEHHO FOBOPHIT O TOM, UTO «PEBOOLHS Y HAC
HE TOJIbKO BO3MOJKHA, HO yxe U Hayanack!» (CoOpanue crareii Bnanumupa AnppeeBuda I'pun-
rmyta. [lonmutnueckue crateu: Bemyck [II-1V. — Mocka: YauBepcurerckas tunorpadus, 1910. —
C. 240). A yxe B IepBOil OJIOBUHE OKTAOPS INIaBHBINA pelakTop «MOCKOBCKHUX BEI0OMOCTEH» yBe-
psUT CBOMX 4MTaTenei, uro peBomonus B Poccun Oblsia BO3MOKHA JIMIIb «IIPU COBEPIIEHHO HEBe-
POSITHBIX YCJIOBHUSIX» — ITOJIHOM IOITYCTUTEILCTBE BIacTell B 00pb0Oe ¢ peBOJIIOIIMOHHBIM JABH)KEHHU-
€M U aHTUIIpaBUTeNbCcTBeHHOM mponarannoi (Cobpanue crareit Bnagumupa Anjgpeesuua ['pun-
rmyta. [lonutnyeckue crareu: Beimyck [II-1V. — C. 289).

3% «Bce Gmmrke ¥ TpO3HEE HAJBUIAeTCs HAa POCCHIO KPOBABBIi IPH3PAK PEBOMIONMH CO BCEMHU
ee y)xacaMu U OeACTBUsIMUY, — oTMeTUA 9 okTA0pst 1905 r. Bo Bcenoananuenei 3anucke Kues-
ckuii, [lononbckuii u Bonbiackuit reHepan-ryoepnatop H.B. Kneiirensc. (I'ocymapcTBeHHbIi ap-
xuB Poccuiickoit ®enepaunu (CAPD). — . 543. - Om. 1. — 1. 576. — JI. 88).

* Hesazonro 1o moamucanus ummepatopom Manndecra 17 okTsiops A.A. Kupees ¢ ropeusio
3amMcan B JIHEBHHMKE, YTO «PEBOJIIOLMS paszbena Bechb Haml opraHusm». (Kupees A.A. JIHEBHUK.
1905-1910. - C. 102).

i upoko usBectHs! cnoba C.}O. Butte, nponsnecennsie um 21 centsiops 1905 r. Ha oHOM
u3 «goMamHux cosemanuin» y .M. Conbckoro: «Bparu npaBUTENbCTBA CIUIOUYEHBI M OPTaHU30-
BaHbl. J{es10 peBomouu ObICTPO MPpOoABUTaETCs. MBI HAXOIUMCS CErOAHS YK€ B TOM IOJIOKEHUH, B
KOTOPOM HaXOJUJIOCh (DpaHIy3CKOE MPaBUTEILCTBO Yepe3 IoJl Mocje co3biBa [ eHepalbHbIX 1ITa-
TOB, M HUKAKOTO IJIaHA, HUKAKOW TBEPAOCTH B OTIIOPE PEBOJIIOLIMOHHOTO JBUKEHHSI Mbl HE UIMEEM)»
(Iut. mo: [lonosyos A.A. JueBrumk. 1893—1909 / cocraButens O.}O. T'oneukoBa. — CaHKT-
[TerepOypr: Anereiis, 2014. — C. 471).

* Tax J1.O. TpenoB oxapaktepuzoBasl cutyaiio B Mockse B pasrap OKTAOphCKOH Bcepoc-
cutickor monuTraeckort crauku (Cm.: Pepomommst 1905—-1907 rr. B Poccun: nokymeHTHI U mate-
puansl. Beepoccuiickast monutuyeckast ctauka B okTsiope 1905 roga: B 2 u. Y. 1 / mox penakuueit
JLM. MBanoBa, A.M. [lankparosoii, C.H. Banka, H.A. ManbsueBoit u U.C. Cmonuna.— MockBa;
Jlenunrpan: UzmarensctBo AH CCCP, 1955. — C. 429).
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pble B psije oOnacTeil MMIIEpPHH NPU3HABANKMCH BIACTAMH «3HAUMTEIBHBIMID .
[Ipoiiner HeMHOrMM Oosiee Mecsa, U O TOM, 4TO Poccusi mepexuBaeT camyr Ha-
CTOSILILYIO «PEBOJIOLHIO» B JydIInX Tpaguuusax 1789 r. Bo @paHuuu, NpeaCcTaBUTENIN
BBICIIEiT GIOPOKPATHH CTAHYT FOBOPHTH MOHAPXY B JIHIO . M BCe %Ke CIOBO «PeBo-
mouus» B 1905 1. Tak ¥ He MOSIBUJIOCH Ha CTPAHUIAX HU OJIHOrO MaHudecTa Win
yka3za, noanucanHoro Hukomaewm II.

He Tonbko ummepaTop, HO U HEKOTOPHIE COBPEMEHHUKH OBLIM yOEKICHBI B TOM,
4TO Jaxe B okTsiOpe 1905 r. cTpaHa ele He CTOJIKHYIACh C PEBOJIIOLUEH.

N.N. IleTpyHKEBHUY YK€ B SMUTPALIMU BCIIOMUHA:

...CTOJIMIIA UMIIEPUU T'y/I€NIa KaK OTPOMHBIN MYEJIbHUK B 3HOWHBIN JIETHUW JIEHb, U BCS aT-
Mocdepa ropoaa Obuta MPOMUTaHA PEBOJTIOMMOHHBIM OPOKEHHEM», a «IIPU3HAKU MPUOITH-

JKaroliencs PEBOJIIOLIMU WU KaKOI‘O-HI/I6y,Z[B B3pbIBa ObLIU O4YCBHIHBI AJId BCEX, 3a UCKIIIO-

4
YCHHUEM JIMIIb TEX, KTO HE XOTECJI HUYCTO BUJACTH 5.

M X0Ts caM B3pBIB €I1€ HE IPOrPEMEIL, XKIATh €r0 0CTABAJIIOCh COBCEM HENIOITO.

Bo3znaraBmmecss caHOBHUKaMU HaJEK bl Ha YCIIOKOUTENbHBIN 3 Pext Manude-
cta 17 okTg0ps He onpaBaanuck. BoopykeHHbIe BOCCTaHUS, KOTOPbIE BCIIBIXMBAIHU B
pa3IMyYHBIX O0JACTAX CTpaHbl, TOXKE HE N00aBISIM MPABUTEIBLCTBY YBEPEHHOCTH B
COOCTBEHHBIX cuiax. B 3Toll 00CTaHOBKE MHUIIMATUBY B CBOM PYKH B3sUJ1 HOBBIM MU-
Huctp BHyTpeHHux nen [L.H. lypHoBo. 25 Hos0pst 1905 1. oH npsAMO ckaszan ynpas-
JSIOIEMY KaHIeJsipuel Bo3raasisieMoro uM BegomMctaa J.M. Jlro6umMoBy: «Mbl yxe
TIEPELUTH U3 CMyThI B PEBOJIIOLMION , OJTHAM M3 MEPBBIX ONPEICINB PyOek KauecT-
BEHHOI TpaHChopMaluy BHYTPUIIOIUTHUECKOTrO Kpusuca B Poccun coObITus MU HO-
sa0pst 1905 r. Ha cxosxue 00CTOSITeNbCTBA MATHIO THAMHU MO3KE YKa3bIBall TyOepHaTO-
Py B CBOEM IPOUIEHUHU 00 OTCTABKE CapaTOBCKHI ropojickoi ronosa A.O. Hemupos-
CKHIA:

Bens crpaminoe, y:xacHoe BpeMsl TiepekuBaeM Mbl! DTO 0CBOOOAMTENHHOE JBHKEHUE, Ha-
YaBIIIeecs: CO CTOJIb OJIArOPOIHBIX MO3BIBOB, BEIPOKIAETCS B KAKOKH-TO Xa0C, B TOPSTUCUHBIN
Opell, B MpayHyIO TUKTaTypy O0€3yMIIeB, OMMMPAETCS HAa HEBBICOKHE HHCTUHKTHI HECYACTHON
TEMHON W TOJIYrOJIOMHOM Macchl. M e oCTaHOBHUTCS 3TO NIBUKEHUE, YEM 3aBEpIIUTCS!

# Pepomtonmst 1905-1907 rr. B Poccu: JIOKYMEHTHI U MaTepuaibl. Becepoccuiickas monuTuye-
ckas ctauka B okTsi0pe 1905 roga: 8 2 4. Y. 2. — C. 243.

* TIporokos! apckocensekux coserannit (1905-1906 rr.). — C. 49.

¥ Tempynresuu .M. I3 3anHCOK 0GIIECTBEHHOTO AesTeNns. BocrmoMuHanus / Mo pejakiuei
npodeccopa A.A. Kuzeserrepa // Apxus pycckoil pesomtoruu: B 22 1. T. 21. — Mocksa: Teppa,
1993.-C. 410, 397.

® Jho6umos J].H. Pycckoe cmytHoe Bpems. 1902—1906. TTo BOCIOMUHAHHSIM, JITGHBIM 3aMET-
KaM 1 JokyMeHTaM / BerynurensHas ctarbs u komMmeHTapuu K.A. ConosbeBa. — Mocksa: Ky4ukoBo
noze, 2018. — C. 312.
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Benp Her Huuero orBpatuTenbHEE pa30ylIeBaBIIETOCS Xama, HET HUYEro CTpallHEee CO-
o 4
PBABIIIErOCs, HO €Il C BEPEBKOM HA IIIee PHICKAIOIIEro paba” .

He 510 511 Ob110 HA4YaJIOM CaMOil YTO HU Ha €CTh HACUILCIEEHHOU PEBOIIOLNN?

[TpumeuaTenbHO, YTO CXOKUH «AMATHO3» POCCUMCKOMY BHYTPUIIOIUTUYECKOMY
KpU3HUCY MPAKTHYECKH OJTHOBPEMEHHO MOCTABWIM U CAHOBHHMKH, U IPEICTABUTENN
oOmecTBeHHOCTH. Ecnu BecHOi u ietoM 1905 1. aBTOpHI 3alIMCOK, MOCTYNABIIUX Ha
paccmotpenne CoBeTa MHHHMCTPOB BO HUCHOJHEHHE YKasza [IpaBurtenbcTByrouiemy
Cenaty ot 18 ¢eBpans 1905 r., olleHMBaIM KPHU3HUC, KaK «CMYTY», «OpOKECHHUE,
«KpamoJry», MUCAIA O MOCTUTIIMX CTPAaHY «TSKKHX MOTPSCEHUSIX» U «BHYTPEHHUX
HEYpSIUILIAX», a B KpallHEM cllydae NpeaylpekIain BIacTb 00 «yzpoorcaroujeli (Kyp-
cuB Moit. — C. H.) cTpaHe peBOIOIUN» ° N KAKEPHH» , TO B HOAOPE TOHAILHOCT
MX BBICKa3bIBaHUI pe3KO M3MeHMach. OTHBIHE KOppecoHAeHThl peacenarens Co-
Bera MuHUCTpOB C.JO. BuTTe npsimo Ha3bIBanu npoucxonsdinee B Poccuun peBosronu-
eif, IpUUEeM pedb IIUIa Y’Ke He TOJIBKO O IOJIMTHYECKOI , HO H 00 arpapHoil peBoJIio-
n’

[Ipembep mosiHOCTBIO pazaensin TpeBory oomectBeHHocTd. C.HO. Butre ObLI
yOeX/1eH, YTO TIJIaBHBIM CTpax OIOPOKpATHH — COLUAIbHAS PEBOJIIOIMS, MPOHUKIIAS
«y’X€ B Maccy Hapo/a, BHE TOPOJOB» — CTaJl PEAIbHOCTHIO, U JOKJIAJbIBAl 00 ITOM
uMIepatopy 5 aexabpst 1905 r. B xoxe Llapckocenbckux coemanuii ~. 11 BHOBDb B

" Tucemo Crompimuny I1.A. Hemuposckoro A.O., capaToBCKOTO TOPOACKOTO TOTOBEL, 00 OT-
HOIICHUH K PEBOJIIOIMOHHBIM CcOOBITUSIM 1905 T. 1 HamepeHuu mojaTh B OTCTaBKy. 30 HOAOPs
1905 . // PTUA. - ®. 1662. —Omn. 1. - 1. 195. - JI. 1 06.

* Sammckn, MICkMa M MPEITONOKEHHS PA3HBIX JIHI] H OPraHU3aIHH O FOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX Tpe-
00pa3oBaHMsAX U Mepax OOphObI C PEBOJIIOLIMOHHBIM JIBUKEHUEM, NMPHUCIAHHbIE BO HCIOJHEHHE
ykaza 18 despans 1905 r. u ocraBieHusie 0e3 nocnenctsuil. 1 mas—10 utons 1905 r. / PTUA. —
®. 1276. - Om. 1. — 1. 20. — JI. 97 00.

* Sammckn, MIChMa ¥ MPE/ITONOKEHHS PA3HBIX JIHI] H OPraHU3aLHH O FOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX Tpe-
00pa3oBaHMsAX U Mepax OOpbOBI C PEBONIIOLIMOHHBIM JIBUKEHUEM, NMPHUCIAHHBIE BO HCIIOJHEHHE
ykaza 18 ¢eBpans 1905 r. u ocraBneHHble 0e3 mociencTBuil. 8 deBpans—6 nekadbps 1905 r. //
PITUA. - ®. 1276.-Om. 1. - /1. 12. - JI. 151.

0 3ammcKy M MIChMa Pa3HBIX JHIL O CO3bIBE 1°0C. JyMbI, O PACIIMPEHHH IPAKIAHCKHX TPAB
HaceJICHUsI M TPEIOCTaBICHUN pabOYMM IpaBa UMETh MPEACTaBUTEILCTBO B Jlyme. 18 okTsaOpsi—
12 Hosi6pst 1905 r. // PTUA. — @. 1276. — On. 1. — JI. 30. — JI. 37 06.; Ilepenucka npeacenarens
CoBeTa MUHHUCTPOB C pa3HbIMU JIMIIAMH [0 Pa3HBIM BOMPOCAM: O PEBOJIOLUOHHOM JIBUKEHUH B
CTpaHe, 0 TOCYJapCTBEHHBIX NMpeoOdpazoBanusax B Poccun, o Bei6opax B ['oc. gymy, o Bo30OHOBIIE-
HUU 3aHSITHA B BBICHIMX YYEOHBIX 3aBEJICHUSX, 10 arpapHOMY BOMPOCY U 1o Ap. 14 ampens 1905—
3 ¢eBpans 1906 rr. / PTUA. — ®@. 1276. — Om. 1. — JI. 164. —JI. 45.

>! TTepencka nmpencemarenst CoBETa MHHECTPOB C PA3HBIME JTHIAMH IO Pa3HBIM BOIPOCAM: O
PEBOJIIOLIMOHHOM JIBUKEHUU B CTpaHe, O TOCYJapCTBEHHBIX MpeoOpa3oBaHusax B Poccuu, o BbIOO-
pax B ['oc. 1yMy, 0 BO30OHOBIIEHUH 3aHATHI B BBICIINX Y4€OHBIX 3aBEJCHUSX, M0 arpapHOMY BO-
npocy u no ap. 14 ampens 1905-3 despans 1906 rr. / PTUA. — ®. 1276. — Omn. 1. — 1. 164. —
JI. 46 00.

>2 Cm.: TIpoTokosbl apekocenbekux cosemannii (1905-1906 rr.). — C. 49.
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opUIMaTBHBIX JOKYMEHTaxX (Ha 3TOT pa3 — B BhINyIIeHHOM 9 nexabps 1905 r. npaBu-
TEIbCTBEHHOM COOOIIIEHNH) K€ TaKWe MacIITaOHbIE aKThl AHTUTOCYAAPCTBEHHOTO
HaCWJIMs, KaK BOOPY>KEHHOE BOcCTaHHE B MOCKBE, Ha3bIBAJIUCH JINIIb «BOJHEHUSIMI)
1 «GeCIIOPSIKAMIY», HO OTHIONb HE «PEBONIOLHEID .

Oddexrt, kKoTOpHIN AeKAOpPbCKOE BOCCTaHHE B MOCKBE OKa3ajlo Ha POCCHUHCKOE
00IIECTBO, TPYAHO MepeoleHuTh. «Ouarom peBOJIIOLMKI» Ha3blBal MOCKBY BUAHBIN
myonmunuct A.B. EpOHKI/IH54. Ho u oH cuurtan peBOMIOLUIO JIOKAJIBHBIM SIBJICHUEM,
KOTOPOMY HE YJIaJIoCh PACIIPOCTPAHUTHCS 110 BCeil TEPPUTOPUM HMIIEPUN” .

[IpencraBuTen KOHCEPBATUBHOTO HAMPABIECHUS OOIIECTBEHHON MBICIIH, pa3yMe-
eTcsl, curTanu coobITus KoHia 1905 r. «peBomorueit». Ita 007€3Hb, 110 UX MHEHUIO,
OXBaTWJIa HE TOJBKO MACHHBIX MPOTHBHUKOB CAMOJEP>KABUS, HO M NPEICTaBUTENIEH
BJIACTHBIX U OOIECTBEHHBIX KPYTOB.

MHe uHOr/Ia Ka)KeTcsl, YTO Mbl BCE PEBOJIIOLIMOHEPHI. Y HAC HET TBEP/Oi MOUBHI MO CO-
0o#, HeT Bephl U HET bora, B KOTOPOro CleAyeT BepoBaTh. A y PEBOJIOIUU €CTh Bepa, U
COUYBCTBHME OHA HaXOJUT CPEJM YNHOBHUKOB, MPOPECCUOHAIOB, PEMECICHHUKOB, MPUKa3-
YUKOB, pa00YMX W MPOY. U POoY. PEBOIIOIUIO0 HUKTO HE CYMTAET TAaKUM Bparom, Kak Ha-
[IeCTBHE MHOIUIEMEHHBIX, U IPOOYAUTH MPOTUB HEE MaTPHOTUYECKOE YYBCTBO — MYJIPEHOE
1eno,

— muUcall 1o 3ToMy ToBoay mnpezacenarento CoBera MuHUCTpoB 19 nexadpst 1905 r.
A.C. CyBopur’®.

3aBeplIeHrnEe PEBOJIIOIMU CBSA3BIBAJIOCH B MPABUTEILCTBEHHBIX KPYyrax ¢ yChell-
HBIM TOJIaBJICHUEM BOOPY>KEHHBIX BBICTYIUICHHM B MOCKBE M HAa OKpanHaX UMIIEPUHU.
Bomionienrue cuiioBoro crieHapus MPEoJ0JICHUS PEBOJIOIMOHHOTO KpU3HUCA, pe-
ALY poJib B peanus3aunu kotoporo ceirpan II.LH. /lypHOBO, BHECIO CBOM KOP-
PEKTHUBBI B OLICHKH CAHOBHUKAMU CUTYallUH B cTpaHe. TepMUH «PEBOJIOIUS», TAK HU
pa3y U HE YHNOMSHYTHI B 3aKOHOJAATENIbHBIX aKTax, K ¢epamo 1906 r. Oonbiie He
BCTpPEYaJICAd M B TEKCTaX BCEMOAJAAHHEUIIMX OKJIAI0B U MeMopui CoBeTa MUHUCT-
poB. OTHBIHE B YMHOBHHYBKX KpyTax [lerepOypra BHOBB (kak u jetoM 1905 1.) 3aro-

3 Cm.: PeBomrorist 1905 roma. Martepuansl u opunmaibHbIe TOKYMEHTHI / TIOJT O0IIeH peaak-
uuei u ¢ npeaucinoBueM B.M. HeBckoro. — Xapbkos: [Iponerapuii, 1925. — C. 332.

o Eponxun A.B. 3anucku wieHa ['ocynapctBenHo qymbl: Bocnomunanus. 1905-1928 / Bery-
nutenpHoe ciioBo U KommeHTapuu K.A. ConoBreBa. — Mocksa: Kyukoso nosne, 2016. — C. 26.

> Tlo ceuzerenscTBy A.B. Eponkuna, peBosonus «He ycresaa 0OXBaTUTh Oosiee IUPOKUi paii-
OH, U B TO BpeMs Kak B MOCKBe CTpomsIuch 6appukajsl (Ha 3HameHuToi [IpecHe) u nmuinack KpoBb,
B Psa3anu, B paccrosHuu 160 Bepct, ML C TPEBOTOM MPUCITYIIUBAIUCH K TOMY, YTO TBOPUTCS B
benoxamennoit» (Eponkun A.B. 3anucku wieHa ['ocynapctBeHHoi nymbl: Bocmomunanus. 1905 —
1928. - C. 27).

% TTicemo Cysopuna A.C., uznarend, Burre C.1O. no noBoxny ero yyactusi B coope noxxepTt-
BOBaHUU NI BIOB M JIETe BOCHHBIX YMHOB; O PEBOJIIOIMOHHON cuTyaruu B Poccuu. 19 nexaOps

1905 . // PTUA. —®. 1622. —On. 1. - 1. 471. - JI. 1.
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BOPHIIM O «PEBONFOIMOHHBIX HPOSBICHUIX» M «PEBOTIONMOHHBIX MOKYIICHUAX) .
A oJlMH U3 riaBHBIX OOPLOB ¢ peBoMoUMOHHBIM HacuireM [1.H. /IypHoBo BoBce yT-
Bepxaan 21 saBaps 1906 r. B oqHOM U3 LUPKYISPOB, 4yTO Poccus Tak U He ucIbITaIa
Ha cebe BCIO TSHKECTh PEBOJIOIMM, XOTS M ObLIa K Hell Kak Hukorja 6nmmska’ . Korna
BOOPYKEHHbIE BOCCTaHUSI B MOCKBE M Ha OKpaWHax UMIEpUU ObUIM OKOHYATEIbHO
MOJIaBJICHBI, MUHUCTPY JOJO0XKHUIN, YTO 00IIee YHCIO apECTOBAHHBIX YYaCTHUKOB aH-
THUNPABUTEIBCTBEHHBIX BBICTYIUIEHHM cocTaBuio 38 000 gemosek. Ilo cnoBam
I1.H. dypHOBo, 5Ta nudpa noxkaswipaia,

YTO Y HAC PEBOJIOIMS HE HACTOSAIIAs, a TaK CKa3aTb, PENETUIINS PEBOJIOIUHU, U €CIIH, HE

nait bor, pa3zpasurtcs korna-HUOyIb HACTOSIIIAsI PEBOJIFOIMSA, /1 €11e BO3bMET BEpX HAJl 3a-

KOHHOIO BJIaCThIO, TO IM(pa 3Ta OYIET B AECATH, a, MOXKET OBITh, U B JBAJIIATh pa3 00JIb-
60

e,

Hecmotps Ha TO, 4TO HEKOTOpbIE B OJIMDKAMIIEM OKPYKEHHUU HMIIEpaTopa BCE
elle omnacajiuchb BO30OHOBJIEHUS PEBOJIOLMH TOCIE CO3bIBa ['OCYyIapCTBEHHON Iy-
MbI"', TTO/IaBICHIE OTKPBITBIX AHTUIIPABHTEIBCTBEHHBIX BHICTYILUICHHH B Pa3IHIHBIX
00JIaCTSAX UMIEPUH PYCCKHUE KOHCEPBATOPHI BCTPETWIIM ¢ oOsieryeHueM. PeBororius
B €€ HACHUJILCTBEHHOU (popMe MpH3HABAIACH UMH CBEPIIMBIIUMCS (M 3aBEPIIUBIINM-
cs1) (paktoM. B TO ke BpemMsi OKOHUAHHE PEBOJIIOIMUA OTHIOAb HE 03HAYAJIO MOJIHOTO
BBIXOJIA CTPAHbI U3 Kpu3uca’ . « PEBOIOLIS MOKET OBITh U MupHas (KypCHB MO —
C. H)!», — y6exman Hukonas IT A.A. Kupees®.

WX onmoHeHThI, HAPOTUB, ObUIA YOESXKJIECHBI B TOM, YTO TpaHChOpMAIUs MOTU-
THYeCcKoil cuctembl Poccum, Hauamo kotopoil Obuio mosioxkeHo B 1905 r., craner
BOKHEHIIIMM YCIIOBUEM JIJI1 OKOHYATEIBHOI'O BBIXOJA CTPAaHbl U3 PEBOIIOLMOHHOTO
kpusuca. «Ctapblii IOPSIIOK yMEp, HO Sl €ro CHJICH W JEUCTBYeT ryOUTeNnbHO. Mbl

>7 Cm.: PeBomronmst 1905 rona u camozeprkasue. — C. 61,

% Cm.: Peomomms 1905-1907 rr. B Poccnu: JIOKYMEHTBI U Marepuaisl. Bropoii nepuon pe-
Bostortu. 1906—-1907 roas! / nox penakuueit I'M. Jlepenckosckoro, I.®. bornanosa, A.B. Ilsic-
koBckoro, K.®. CugopoBa, M.C. CumonoBoii: B 4 u. Y. 1. SuBaps—anpens 1906 rona. — Mockaa:
Hayka, 1957. —Ku. 1. - C. 77.

> Pepomormst 1905-1907 rr. B Poccuu: JIOKYMEHTBI U MaTepuaibl. BTopoli nepuosa peBosto-
muu. 1906-1907 roxer. Y. 1. — Ku. 1. — C. 141.

% Jho6umos J.H. Pycckoe cmytHoe Bpems. 1902—1906. [1lo BocnoMUHaHUAM, JTUYHBIM 3aMET-
Kam 1 1okyMeHTaMm. — C. 354.

*! TToy06HbBIe MPEeATOTOKEHHs, K IpuMepy, 22 aekabpst 1905 . BhICKassIBama B THCEMe rpady
I'.T". Menraeny Benukasi kHsirusi Enuzasera @enopoBna (Cwm.: Benukas kusirunst EnucaBera @e-
nopoBHa u umnepatop Hukomait II. Jlokymentst u matepuansl (1884-1909 rr.) / aBTOpBI-
cocrasutenm A.b. E¢umos, E.1O. Kosansckas. — Cankt-IlerepOypr: Anereiis, 2009. — C. 754).

% Cm.: Cobpanme crareii Bmagnmupa Anapeesnda I'punrmyra. ITomutideckne crathu: Bbi-
nyck V. — C. 37; queBnuk JI.A. Tuxomuposa. 1905-1907 rr. — C. 213; boedanosuu A.B. Tpu ca-
Mozepkua. JlneBHUKM renepanbiin borganosuy. — C. 295.

% Kupeee A.A. Nuesrnk. 1905-1910. — C. 120.
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BCE OTpaBJIEHbI UM», — KOHcTaTupoBai | suBaps 1906 r. I1.b. Ctpyse B razere «Pyc-
ckre BegoMoct»®'. He HOMYCTUTh MOBTOPEHHS BCIIBILICK PEBONIOLHOHHOIO HACH-
JMsl, YTBEPKAaJl OJUH U3 KaJIETCKHUX JIUAEPOB, MOXKHO OBUIO JIUIIb ITyTeM 0e30roBO-
POUYHOTO MPETBOPEHUS B KU3Hb MoJIokeHU Manudecra 17 oktsOpsa. A st 3TOoro
0OIIIECTBEHHOCTH OBbLI0 HEOOXOAUMO MEePEXBATUTh NHUIIMATUBY Y YHHOBHUKOB, MHO-
rue u3 KOTopsix, o yoexaenuto [1.b. Ctpyse, moaaepxuBaiu oObsIBICHHbBIE B CTpa-
HE TpeoOpa3oBaHusi, PYKOBOJACTBYSCh HCKIIOUMUTEIBHO KOHBIOHKTYPHBIMH COOOpa-
xeHussMd. OJIHAKO OH CMOTpeEN B OyJylliee ¢ ONTUMHU3MOM, MOCKOJIbKY B 1905 r. B
CTpaHe CBEPIIMIOCH TJIABHOE — «POJAMIIACH PyCCKasi CBO0OIa, CO3AaH PYCCKUM Ipaxk-
naHuE»”. DTO 03HAYAIO0, YTO MO3HTHBHAS, IPEOOPa3oBATEIbHAS «PEBOTIONUIY» OT-
HIOJIb HE 3aBEPIIMIIACh — OHA TOJBKO HauMHajack. OT ee ucxojia 3aBUCEIIO0, CYKIEHO
11 Gb1T0 POccHM BHOBB CTONKHYTHCS C SCKAIAIMEH PEBOITIOLHOHHOTO HACHITHS .

[TonoGubie cyxnenus Ha pyoexe 1905-1906 rr. MOKHO OBLIO YCIHBINIATH HE
TOJIbKO OT JrbepanoB. B xonie 1905 r. corpyanuk «HoBoro Bpemenn» M.O. MeHb-
IIMKOB Hamucal CTaThiO MOJI HA3BaHUEM «AHapxus U HUHU3M». B Hel myOauuuct
YBEPSUI YUTATENEH, YTO MEPUOJ aHAPXHH, KOTOPBIA HEM30EKHO CIEAYET 32 PEBOJIIO-
nuen (oHa, M0 MHEHUIO aBTOpa, B Poccuu yxe 3aKOHYMIIACH) SIBJISJICS €CTECTBEHHOM
U Hen30eKHOU 00JIE3HBIO0 POCTa, KOTOPYIO, OJJHAKO, BO YTO ObI TO HU CTaJl0 HEOOXO-
JUMO TIPEOJ0JIETh, YTOOBI HE PACTEPSATh MOJYYEHHBIX CTPAHOU «BBITOJ[ PEBOJIIO-
. M.O. MeHbIINKOB TI0JIaras, 4To Xaoc ObLI MPUCYI] UCTOPUUYECKOMY Pa3BU-
Tuto Poccuu ere co BpeMeH Mpu3BaHus BapsroB:

Hu y ogHoro Hapona ncropusi He HaUMHAETCS C aHApPXWU, Kak y Hac. <...> lIpomenmas
PEBOJIONMS €CTh BEJIMKasi IOIBITKAa CHPAaBUTHCS HAKOHEIl ¢ Hameil ObITOBON aHapxuew,
MIOJIOKUTh KOHEIl ThICSYENIeTHEN cMyTe, HalaIuTh KU3Hb CBOOOIHYIO, JOCTOMHYIO OIpOM-
Horo Hapoxa™.

[lepBas pycckas peBONIOLMS JEUCTBUTEIBHO MPEAOCTABUIIA CUCTEME TOCYNaPCT-
BEHHOTO yrpaBiienus Poccun manc Ha oOHOBIeHHE. OT TOro, HaCKOJbKO (hPeKTHB-
HO BJIACTh CyMeJIa BOCIOJIB30BaThCSl ATUM IIAHCOM, BO MHOTOM 3aBHCela Cyan0a
Pocculickoi nMnepun B OCIEAHEE IECATUIIETHE €€ CYLIECTBOBAHUS.

4 .o
o Cmpyse I1.b. Patriotica: IlomuTuka, KyabTypa, pEJIWUTHs, COIUAIM3M / COCTABUTEITH

B.H. Kyxosa u A.Il. ITonskoBa. — Mocksa: Pecriybnuka, 1997. — C. 15.

0 Cmpyse [1.b. Patriotica: [lonuTtuka, KynpTypa, penurus, coruanusm. — C. 15.

66 [Toapo6uee cMm.: Conosves K.A. Konnenius peBoOIONUH B KaAeTCKON myonuiuctuke 1905—
1907 rr. // Uctopus rocynapctsa u mpaBa. — 2017. — Ne 19. — C. 39-45.

7 Cm.: Menvuuuros M.O. Bpime cBo6oxsl. Ctateit 0 Poccnn. — Mocksa: COBpeMEHHbIH MHca-
tenb, 1998. —C. 161-162.

8 Menvwuroe M.O. Boime cBoOonabl. Crateu 0 Poccun. — C. 162.
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3akiroueHue

C TOro MOMEHTa, KaK MOHSITHE «PEBOJIOLUS» MPUOOPENIO HE TOJIBKO OOIIeHayY-
HOE, HO U COLMAJIbHO-MIOJUTUYECKOE 3HAYEHUE, OHO «OBLJIO HAILIEJIEHO HA XPOHOJIOTU-
YECKYIO MEPCHEKTUBY, OHO BCTPAUBAJIO COOBITHS B KECTKUE MOCIIEOBATEIHLHOCTU U
cpoki»®. HeyIHBUTENBHO, YTO JaKe TeM COBPEMEHHHKAM, KOTOPBIC 3a1yMBIBAIIHCH
00 MCTOKaxX BHYTPHUIIOIUTUYECKOTO Kpusuca B Poccum Ha pyOexe XIX—-XX BB., HE
MIPUXOJIUJIO B TOJIOBY MBITATHCS OMPEICIUTH KOHKPETHOE COOBITHE, C KOTOPHIM OBLIO
cBs3aHO ero Hayano. C peBoiolueil ke neno odcrosio uHave. Bonpocamu o Towm,
KOI'JIa Hayajach M KOTJa 3aBeplIniach peBOJIOLUS (M 3aBepIIMiIach Jiv oHa?), 3aja-
BaJIUCh MHOTHE.

Bce nmeno 3akimodaniock B TOM, KaKOM CMBICH BKJIAJBIBAJICS COBPEMEHHUKAMU B
3TO cj0oBO. OJHM CUMTAIM PEBOJIIOIMEN OOIIECTBEHHBIN 3alpoC Ha CIPaBEIJIUBOE
MIEPEyCTPOMCTBO CYLIECTBOBABIICH MOJUTHYECKONM CHCTEMBI. Jlpyrue, HampoTHB,
pPacCLEHUBAIN PEBOIIOLMIO MCKIIOYUTEIBHO KAaK HE3aKOHHYIO TOMNBITKY HACHUJIbCT-
BEHHOI'O pa3pylIEHUsl 3TOM CUCTEMBbI. B ciydae peanusaiuy BTOpOro cueHapusi 00b-
€KTOM MPOTUBOCTOSIHUS OBUIN Y€ HE OT/EJbHbIE MPEACTABUTENN BJIACTU (TaKUE CO-
OBITHS HA3BIBAJIM «CMYTOMN»), @ PEKUM B IIEJIOM.

MMEHHO TOHUMAHHWE PEBOJIONMM KaK KBUHTACCEHLMH AHTUTOCYIAPCTBEHHOIO
HACWJIUS SIBJISLJIOCH TOMUHUPYIOIIUM B CpeJie BBICIIEH OIOPOKpATUU U JIOSIBHBIX K
BJIACTU OOIIECTBEHHBIX CHII. [103TOMY M camM TepMUH «PEBOIOLUS» MMOHAYaIy YIOT-
pedIsIcs B KaueCTBE XapaKTEPUCTUKU HEMPUMHUPHUMBIX MPOTUBHUKOB CaMojepKa-
BUS, HO HE cuTyaluu B ctpane. OtaenbHble Benbiiku Hacuius (KpoBaBoe Bockpece-
Hbe, BoccTaHue Ha OponeHocrie «Kus3p [lotemkun-TaBpuueckuity u nap.) mnoaas-
Jsito11ee OOJIBIIMHCTBO COBPEMEHHUKOB CUUTANIM MPOSIBICHUSMUA «CMYThDY, KOTOPBIE,
BpEMEHAMHU NEPEXOs B COCTOSIHUE OTKPBITOM KOH(PPOHTAIIMU C BIACTBIO, BCE K€ HE
COCTaBJISUIA €IMHOTO M HENPEPBIBHOIO PEBOJIOLMOHHOTO Mpoliecca. Briote 10 HO-
sa0pst 1905 r. BO BIACTHBIX KPYrax O «PEBOJIOIMIY HE OCMEIHUBAIUCH TOBOPUTH OT-
KpbITO. C BBICOTHI MPECTOJIA M BOBCE TaK U HE ObUIO 0OBSIBICHO O TOM, 4To B Poccun
B 1905 r. mpou3o1uia peBoJIIOIHs, XOTs BCe 00JIbIIIE COBPEMEHHUKOB HE CTABUIIU IO/
COMHEHHE €€ PEAIbHOCTb.

Toukoii HeBO3BpaTa CTaiu COOBITHS HOSIOps—aekadpst 1905 ., OTKPBITHIN «110X0/
Ha BJIACTh», BBI30B PEXKHUMY, KOTOPBIN ObUI OJTHO3HAYHO PACIICHEH W BJIACTHIO, U 00-
IECTBOM Kak pegostoyusi. Ilprudem poccuiickasi MOJUTAYECKAsT MBICIb, OJJHO3HAYHO
ompeelisisi BOOPYKEHHBbIE BBICTYIIIEeHUsI Ha pyOexe 1905—-1906 rr., Kak mojauTuye-
CKYIO PEBOJIIOIIUIO (UTO OBLIO JOBOJIBHO-TAKU OYEBHIHO), HAXOAWIA B HUX OTTECHKU U
PEBOJIIOLMMU COUUAIBHOM. I XOTS OKOHYATEIIbHOTO Pa3AEiIEHUs] ITUX MOHATUU B OT-
HOIIEHUU POCCUMCKON MOJUTHYECKON JEeHCTBUTENBHOCTH B 1905 r. HE nMpou3o1Lio, u
CAaHOBHUKH, M OOIIECTBCHHBIC JCITEIM HAYMHAIN OCO3HAaBaTh, YTO pearupoBaTh Ha

% Bynvem H. n np. Pesomoums (Revolution), 6ynT, cmyTa, rpakmanckas Boiina (Rebellion,
Aufruhr, Biirgerkrieg). — C. 617.

814 2020 » Vol.4 e+ Ne3



http://hpchsu.ru RESEARCH

STH BBI3OBBI HYXHO OBLIO mo-pazHomy. llpenynpexneHne MOTUTHUECKON pPEBOIIO-
LIMU CBSI3BIBAJIOCH C HEOOXOJAMMOCTBIO CBOEBPEMEHHOI'O OCYILECTBIICHUS MOJUTHYE-
CKUX pedopm, B TO BpeMsl KaK HEJOMYIIEHUE COLMAIbHONU PEBOIIOIMH TPEOOBAJIO OT
BJIACTH TPOBEICHUSI KOMIUIEKCHBIX MPeoOpa3oBaHUM, 3aTparuBaroliux Bce Oe3 uc-
KJIFOUeHUS cpepbl KU3HU 0OIIIEeCTRA.

[Toatomy HOBBII 1906 1. Poccus BcTpeyana, cTos JIMLOM K JIUIY C BBI30BAMU pe-
BOJIIOIIMH. XOTsI HACHJIBCTBEHHAsI (pa3a peBONIIONMY MTPU3HABAIACH 3aBEPIICHHOMN, HE
NPUHUMATh BO BHHUMAaHHWE BBIJBUHYTYIO €0 MOBECTKY JHS ObLIO HEBO3MOHO. [la-
puBiias B Poccun Ha npotsikenuu 6ombiieit vactu 1905 r. cmyra npuoOpena Kitoue-
BbIE YEPThI MOJUTUYECKON PEBOJIIOIIMHU: OHA MIPEBPATUIIACH U3 HAOOpa OTAENbHBIX, HE
CBA3aHHBIX JPYT C APYTrOM OOIIMMH HJIEIMH U LEJISIMU aKTOB HEMMOBUHOBEHUS BJIACTU
B OCO3HaHHYIO OOpHOY MPOSBIIABIICH MOIUTUYECKYIO aKTUBHOCTh YAaCTH OOILECTBA 3a
cBoU IpaBa. JIpyroil BbI30B COCTOSUI B IIOCTOSIHHOM YIpo3€ pEeLUAMBA COLMAIBHBIX
BoJIHEHUH. HeciyuaiiHO B mpaBUTENbCTBE OOJIBIIE BCETO ONAcaiCh UMEHHO BO300-
HOBJIEHUS arpapHbIX OecnopsnkoB BecHOW 1906 r. OTcyTcTBHE a€eKBATHOIO M pe-
IIMTEIBHOIO OTBETA HAa BBI30BBI PEBOJIIOIMU O3HAYAJIO Obl €€ MPaKTUYECKH HEMHU-
HyEeMO€ IIOBTOPEHHUE B OYyAYyILEM.

OTH BBI30BBI BCELENIO OCO3HABAINCH U OOILIECTBOM, HO OLIEHUBAJIMCH M1O-Pa3HOMY.
Bo MHOrom cruxuitHoe cTaHoBiieHHE B POCCUU IapiiaMeHTCKOro IPOEKTa MpeIcTaB-
JSAJIOCh 3HAYUTENBHOMY YHCIIy KOHCEPBATOPOB YIPO30M TOr0, UTO CTpaHa MOTPY3UTCS
B MIEPMAHEHTHYIO, XOT U MUPHYIO, IMOJUTHYECKYIO peBomonuto. [lox Hanmopom me-
raJbHBIX MOJMTUYECKUX CHJI CaMOJEPKaBUE PUCKOBAJIO MPOJAOJLKUTH CIaBaTh CBOU
IIO3ULIMH, U YIPO3a PELUIMBA PEBOIOLMOHHOIO HacUiaus BHOBb Bo3pacTana. C nepe-
XOJIOM CTpaHbl B HOBOE IOJUTUYECKOE KAa4eCTBO — PEBOJIOLMIO — HE CIIOPUIIN U JIU-
Oepanbl. [l HUX 3TO OBLIO BpeMs HaJeXk/1 Ha TO, UTO B HEaJleKOM OyAyuieM ooiie-
CTBO HAKOHEL-TO IMOJYYUT BO3MOXKHOCTb TOBOPUTH C BJIACTHIO HA PAaBHBIX. Y IepiKa-
HHUE 3aBOCBAHUM «POCCUMCKOM CIIABHOM PEBOJIIOLIMU» U UX NPETBOPEHUE B KU3Hb
BUJICJIUCh UM 3aJI0TOM TOTr'0, 4YTO POCcuu He IPUAETCS BHOBb NIEPEKUTD YXKACHI PEBO-
JIFOLIUH.

Introduction

Despite the great impact of the events of 1905 on the subsequent transformation
of the system of government in the Russian Empire, the First Russian Revolution is
not a favorite subject among present-day Russian historians. In many ways, it can be
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accounted for by the inertia of Soviet historical science, which for a long time based
itself on the idea of the inevitability of revolution. V. Lenin’s proclamation of the
events of the First Russian Revolution as a “dress rehearsal”' of October 1917
equated the scenarios of the two revolutions for long both in the eyes of the profes-
sional community” and in the collective consciousness. Meanwhile, these scenarios
were very different. It is impossible to reveal the nature of the internal political crisis
which the Russian Empire faced in 1905 without understanding how the revolu-
tionary events of the early 20™ century were interpreted by various participants in the
political process. Not only did the crisis reflect the socio-political reality, but also, in
many respects, it was an intellectual construct of those contemporaries who were in-
clined to evaluate it that way.” The study of their views, words and expressions which
were used in the ruling and public circles to describe the political situation in Russia
helps to solve another problem, which is no less urgent for present-day Russian his-
torical science. It relieves the representatives of the Russian government and society
of the early 20™ century from the severity of the verdict which the historian, often
guided by his own political views and preferences, makes to his “heroes” with unjus-
tified harshness.*

Russian historical science is just beginning to make attempts to analyze the
thoughts of the contemporaries of those events about the question at what point of
time it is possible to speak of the internal political crisis of the early 20™ century in
Russia as a revolution. K. Solov'ev was the first to notice that in 1905 the revolution
was not “diagnosed” by all representatives of the top bureaucracy and social forces.’
He also drew attention to the fact that the chronological framework of the First Rus-
sian Revolution as assessed by the contemporaries does not always coincide with the

' V.I. Lenin, “‘Left-Wing’ Communism: an Infantile Disorder” [in Russian], in V.I. Lenin,
Complete Works, vol. 41 (Moscow: Politizdat, 1981), 9.

* See, e.g., B.V. Anan'ich et al., Crisis of Autocracy in Russia. 1895-1917 [in Russian] (Lenin-
grad: Nauka, 1984); N.G. Koroleva, The First Russian Revolution and Tsarism. The Council of
Ministers of Russia in 1905-1907 [in Russian] (Moscow: Nauka, 1982); A.P. Korelin and
S.V. Tyutyukin, eds., The First Revolution in Russia: a Look after a Century [in Russian] (Moscow:
Pamyatniki istoricheskoi mysli, 2005); E.D. Chermenskii, The Bourgeoisie and Tsarism in the First
Russian Revolution [in Russian] (Moscow: Mysl', 1970).

3 See V.V. Shelokhaev and K.A. Solov'ev, “Crisis of Russian Empire as a Historiographical
Problem” [in Russian], Rossiiskaya istoriya, no. 2 (2019): 142-45.

* See S.V. Kulikov, “State-legal Discourse, the Imperial Government and the Duma Opposition
at the Beginning of the 20" century” [in Russian], in Power, Society and Reforms in Russia
(the 16" — beginning of the 20™ century). Proceedings of the Scientific Theoretical Conference
(St Petersburg, December 8—10, 2003) (St Petersburg: Sankt-Peterburgskii universitet, 2004), 283.

> See KA. Solov'ev, “Top Bureaucracy and Public Opinion in the First Russian Revolution” [in
Russian], in Revolutionarism in Russia: Symbols and Colors of the Revolution. Collected Articles
Dedicated to the 100™ Anniversary of the First Russian Revolution, ed. A.P. Logunov (Moscow:
RGGU, 2005), 63—-66.
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historiographical tradition of studying it.° Other historians also wonder about the
“reference point” of the First Russian Revolution.” Foreign researchers made a signif-
icant contribution to the definition of the chronological framework of the First Rus-
sian Revolution: A. Ascher linked its beginning with the November 1904 Zemstvo
Congress and the “banquet campaign,”® and S. Harcave believed that the revolution
ended with the suppression of armed uprisings in December 1905.”

And yet, Russian historiography has only recently declared the necessity to ap-
proach the study of the concept of revolution in a comprehensive manner and to in-
vestigate not only the interpretation of the term but also who, when and in relation to
which events used it.'"" However, a researcher always takes the risk of falling into a
linguistic trap because

the very familiarity of the concepts the historian uses may mask some essential inapplica-
bility to the historical material."’

This means that decoding these concepts and revealing the meanings the contem-
poraries lent them becomes the most important tasks for the historian. This statement
is fully applicable to the concept of revolution in the context of the events of 1905 in
Russia.

Main body

First used by astronomers, in the Modern period the term revolution acquired a
socio-political meaning that is close to us. Since then, it has been filled with different,
sometimes opposite, contents. Despite this, the two fundamental concepts of revolu-
tion which emerged in West European political thought often complemented each
other.

Even the French Encyclopédistes argued that revolution meant the establishment
of a new, more legitimate order."” If it was about a radical transformation of the col-

% See K.A. Solov'ev, “The ‘Weakness of Defense’, not the ‘Strength of Attack” Determines a
Revolution” [in Russian], Rossiiskaya istoriya, no. 4 (2016): 73-76.

7 See, e.g., V.Ya. Grosul, “When Did the Revolution of 1905 Begin?” [in Russian], Rossiiskaya
istoriya, no. 4 (2016): 78-81.

¥ See A. Ascher, The Revolution of 1905, vol. 1, Russia in Disarray. (Stanford, Cal.: Stanford
University Press, 1988), 100-01.

? See S. Harcave, First Blood. The Russian Revolution of 1905 (London: The Bodley Head,
1964), 245-47, 260-62.

' See V.V. Shelokhaev, “The State of the Contemporary Historiographical Field of Russian
Liberalism and Conservatism” [in Russian], in On Different Topics (Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2016),
411-12.

Q. Skinner, “Meaning and Understanding in the History of Ideas” [in Russian], in Cambridge
School: Theory and Practice of Intellectual History, comp. T. Atnashev and M. Velizhev (Moscow:
Novoe literaturnoe obozrenie, 2018), 84.
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lective consciousness rather than a change in the state system, the process was termed
“peaceful revolution of minds.” Of course, a political revolution hardly ever dis-
pensed with violence. However, violence was a ‘“signal of freedom” and therefore it
was believed to be justified."”

The concepts of revolution and rebellion within the framework of the stated con-
ception were not only unidentified but also contrasted to each other. “It was consid-
ered bad to be a ‘rebel” but to be a ‘revolutionary’ was good.”'* Obviously, this view
on the revolution had serious opponents. They regarded the revolution as a forced de-
struction of /egal order and although they did not consider it as a direct synonym for
rebellion, it was viewed as its natural, logical continuation.

Both interpretations of the concept of revolution were present in Russian social
thought of the second half of the 19™ — early 20" century and the former interpreta-
tion was common not only among social democrats and Narodniks. Pavel Milyukov
used the epithet revolutionary to describe both “huge, progressive measures” taken
by the authorities and those fundamental for the society ideas which prompted the
government to implement reforms but had not yet found actual embodiment in state
policy.”” Not denying the truly historical nature of some revolutionary transfor-
mations, Boris Chicherin was nevertheless convinced that the revolution was “always
violence, not law” while the road to freedom could be paved only in a legal way.'®

Following European political thought, at the end of the 19™ century the term revo-
lution was understood in Russia as a combination of political and social unrest. Ac-
cording to the definition given in the Encyclopedic Dictionary of F. Brokgauz and
I. Efron, a revolution was considered “a complete. . . overturn in the entire state and
social system of the country.”'” Such revolution had to be carried out with lightning
speed, it was necessarily preceded by a broad social movement, and the power had to
change hands as a result of its implementation. But the fundamental feature of the
revolution in this interpretation is that “no matter how fast and sudden, it apparently”
is,

' See N. Bul'st et al., “Revolution, Revolt, Turmoil, Civil War (Rebellion, Aufruhr,

Biirgerkrieg)” [in Russian], Dictionary of Basic Historical Concepts: Selected Articles: 2 vols.,
vol. 1, comp. Yu. Zaretskii et al., trans. K. Levinson, ed. trans. Yu. Arnautova (Moscow: Novoe
literaturnoe obozrenie, 2014), 614—15, 619.

13 Bul'st et al., “Revolution, Revolt, Turmoil, Civil War,” 620.

4 Bul'st et al., “Revolution, Revolt, Turmoil, Civil War,” 524.

' See 1.S. Rozental', “Revolution” [in Russian], Russian Liberalism of the Mid-18" — Early 20"
Centuries: An Encyclopedia, ed. V.V. Shelokhaev (Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2010), 789.

16 Rozental', “Revolution,” 790.

7V.V. Vodovozov, “Revolution” [in Russian], in F.A. Brokgauz and LA. Efron, Encyclopedic
Dictionary, vol. 26, Workbook — Resolution (St Petersburg: Izdatel'skoe delo, byvshee Brokgauz—
Efron, 1899), 437.

818 2020 » Vol.4 e+ Ne3



http://hpchsu.ru RESEARCH

in fact, it is always prepared for decades, even centuries, and occurs only when forms of

state do not change in accordance with the changes in economic and other social rela-

tions, and the newly reinforced social classes do not use the rights corresponding to their
18

status.

Such changes could happen both violently and non-violently.

Therefore, it is not surprising that for a long time it did not occur to anyone to call
any events that took place in the Russian Empire a revolution. However, the tenden-
cies that, as R. Chartier argued, preceded the French Revolution, were also observed
in Russian public opinion on the eve of 1905. Discussing the realia of France in the
last quarter of the 18™ century, the historian spoke about

the disappointment of a large segment of the intellectual classes, the erosion of an all-
powerful authority, the imputation of social ills to the person who held sovereign power,
and a widely shared hope for a new era."”

The parallels between the French and Russian pre-revolutionary realia obviously
suggested themselves. The contemporaries anticipated: some of them, with anxiety;
others, with impatience.

The assassination of the Minister of Internal Affairs Vyacheslav von Plehve on
July 15, 1904 heated the situation in the country even more. From then on, many
people believed that a revolution threatened Russia not in the distant, but in the near
future. Describing the general mood among the top bureaucracy on the eve of 1905,
P. Volobuev called it a presentiment of the growth of “revolutionary underground
rumble.”” Unless “completely natural desires of everyone are not satisfied, changes
will come in the form of a revolution,” P. Svyatopolk-Mirskii insisted at the end of
November 1904, trying to persuade the emperor to agree to the implementation of the
reform program proposed by the new minister of internal affairs.”’ According to
A. Suvorin, Sergei Witte was “afraid of spring” as well.”> And V. Bogucharskii who
stood at the origins of the Union of Liberation was absolutely convinced that the

18 Vodovozov, “Revolution,” 437.

' R. Chartier, The Cultural Origins of the French Revolution [in Russian], trans. O.E. Grinberg
(Moscow: Iskusstvo, 2001), 207.

2P V. Volobuev, “1905 — the Beginning of the Revolutionary Upheavals of the 20" Century in
Russia” [in Russian], in 71905 — the Beginning of the Revolutionary Upheavals of the 20" Century in
Russia. Proceedings of the International Conference, ed. P.V. Volobuev (Moscow: [n.p.], 1996), 8.

2! Cited in K.A. Solov'ev, “Awaiting Reform: Power and Society on the Eve of January 1905”
[in Russian], in People and Power: Interaction in History and the Present: Collection of Scientific
Papers, ed. 1.V. Mikheeva and F.A. Seleznev, iss. 2 (Nizhny Novgorod: Rastr, NIU VShE, 2015),
363.

2 See A.V. Bogdanovich, Three Autocrats. The Diaries of General Bogdanovich’s Wife [in
Russian] (Moscow: Veche, 2008), 256.
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scale of the upcoming events in Russia would not be less than that of the French
Revolution.” And that prospect did not frighten him at all.

Events unfolded rapidly, but very few contemporaries tended to consider Bloody
Sunday as a political rebellion.”* Some, like L. Tikhomirov, reacted to the events of
January 9, 1905 in St Petersburg very emotionally at first> but revised their evalua-
tions over time.** When the rightists wrote about a revolution, they often meant the
representatives of radical opposition rather than political situation. It is no accident
that a prominent conservative political writer K. Paskhalov called the mutiny on the
battleship Prince Potemkin-Tavrichesky “an Odessa pogrom guided by the Jewish
revolution.”’ And only few believed that a revolution did not threaten Russia and
that the scope of the revolutionary movement was greatly exaggerated. Those few
public figures attributed destabilization of political situation in the empire exclusively
to the activity of the “foreign revolutionary party.”*

The internal political crisis was not defined as a revolution in government circles
either. During the greater part of 1905, a different term was used to refer to it, time of
troubles (smuta). Speaking of it, the contemporaries might have in mind both politi-
cal offenses which fell within the purview of the Criminal Code® and the general
characteristics of the crisis in relations between the authorities and the society, which
they associated with the Time of Troubles. In both cases, the term time of troubles
had a sharply negative connotation. And yet, the troublemakers did not question the
legitimacy of the supreme power and did not encroach upon it openly. Therefore, in
the logic of Russian socio-political thought of the early 20" century a time of troubles
could precede a revolution but was not identical with it.

At first, very few representatives of the top bureaucracy were convinced that it
was time to speak about a real revolution rather than about unrest. At the meeting of
the Council of Ministers on February 11, 1905, without saying the word revolution
aloud, State Comptroller P. Lobko argued that “the goal of the unrest was not trans-

> See Solov'ev, “Awaiting Reform: Power and Society on the Eve of January 1905, 362.

** See Kireev A.A. The Diary. 1905-1910 [in Russian], comp. K.A. Solov'ev (Moscow:
ROSSPEN, 2010), 22.

2> “There is a downright revolution in St Petersburg. . . ,” L. Tikhomirov wrote in his diary on
January 10, 1905. (L.A. Tikhomirov’s Diary. 1905—1907 [in Russian], comp. A.V. Repnikov and
B.S. Kotov (Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2015), 37)

2% In the spring of 1905, L. Tikhomirov already believed that a revolution in Russia was possi-
ble only in the long run and only if the authority settled for implementation of constitutional re-
forms. (L.A. Tikhomirov’s Diary, 67, 72, 100)

2T K.N. Paskhalov, Collection of Articles, Appeals, Notes, Speeches, etc. March 1905 — August
1906 [in Russian] (Moscow: [n.p.], 1906), 91.

8 See N.M. Pavlov, On the Meaning of the “Elected” according to the Russian Popular Ap-
peal [in Russian] (Kharkov: Tipografiya gubernskogo pravleniya, 1905), 15-16.

¥ See Criminal Code. Imperial Approval on March 22, 1903 [in Russian] (St Petersburg:
Izdatel'stvo V.P. Anisimova, 1903), 50-57.
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formative — to eliminate the autocracy. The power of the ruling classes.”*’ From the

point of view of P. Lobko, particularly perilous was the fact that the events unfolding
in the country showed the signs of both political and social revolution.

Referring to the peasant disorders and unrest of the zemstvo doctors in Balashov
Uyezd of Saratov Governorate as “revolutionary manifestations,”' Pyotr Stolypin
was one of the first to extrapolate the epithet revolutionary not only to illegal political
associations but also to the events in the governorate as a whole. In the summer of
1905, some representatives of the metropolitan bureaucracy also adhered to this ter-
minology. Being convinced that Russia was going through a revolution, A. Kulomzin
assured Chief Administrative Assistant of the Committee of Ministers Baron
E. Nolde that “it would settle down as soon as the Duma assembled.”** And Nolde
fully agreed with his correspondent.”®> The confidence that the convocation of the
people’s representation would put a stop to the revolutionary crisis did not leave
many public figures even in December 1905, when the situation in a number of re-
gions of the empire had already got out of control of the authorities.™

% “Meetings of the Council of Ministers on February 3 and 11, 1905 in the notes of
E.Yu. Nol'de” [in Russian], introductory article and publication by R.Sh. Ganelin, in
Archaeographical Yearbook for 1989 (Moscow: Nauka, 1990), 300.

31 See Revolution of 1905 and Autocracy [in Russian], prepared for print by V.P. Semennikov,
foreword by A.M. Pankratova, notes by M.I. Akhun and V.A. Petrov (Moscow; Leningrad: GIZ,
1928), 99.

32 Pis'ma k E.Yu. Nol'de Kulomzina A.N., chlena Gos. soveta, stats-sekretarya, o proekte
zakonosoveshchatel'noi  (“Bulyginskoi”) dumy, sozdanii “Soyuza soyuzov,” vozniknovenii
rabochikh kruzhkov 1 dr. sobytiyakh leta 1905 g. 14 — 27 iyulya 1905 g. [Letters to E.Yu. Nolde
from A.N. Kulomzin, a member of the State Council, State Secretary, on the project of Advisory
(“Bulyginskaya”) Duma, establishment of the “Union of Unions,” emergence of workers’ circles
and other events in the summer of 1905. 14-27 July 1905]. F. 727, op. 2, d. 193, 1. 3. Rossiiskii
gosudarstvennyi istoricheskii arkhiv [Russian State Historical Archive] (RGIA), St Petersburg,
Russia.

33 Pis'ma Nol'de E.Yu., bar., upravlyayushchego delami Komiteta ministrov, Kulomzinu A.N. o
zaklyuchenii mira s Yaponiei, nadezhde na pozitivnye peremeny; o lechenii v Karlsbade, planakh
vozvrashcheniya v Peterburg i1 posleduyushchei poezdki na Kavkaz; o tselesoobraznosti
prodolzheniya raboty Sibirskogo komiteta; o zasedaniyakh Osobykh soveshchanii pod
predsedatel'stvom Sol'skogo D.M. 27 avgusta—24 sentyabrya 1905 g. [Letters from E.Yu. Nolde,
Baron, chief administrative assistant of the Committee of Ministers, to A.N. Kulomzin about the
conclusion of peace with Japan, the hope for positive changes; about treatment in Carlsbad, plans to
return to St Petersburg and subsequent trip to the Caucasus; about the expediency of continuing the
work of the Siberian Committee; about the sessions of Special meetings chaired by D.M. Solsky.
August 27-September 24, 1905]. F. 1642, op. 1, d. 396, 1. 1 ob. RGIA.

* On December 5, 1905, during the meetings in Tsarskoye Selo, Baron P. Korf stated that “the
convocation of the State Duma is the end of the revolution.” See “Minutes of the Meetings in
Tsarskoye Selo (1905-1906)” [in Russian], in Russian Constitutionalism: From Autocracy to Con-
stitutional Parliamentary Monarchy: Collection of Documents, comp. A.V. Gogolevskii and
B.N. Kovalev (Moscow: Yurist, 2001), 47.
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In the eyes of many dignitaries, the inevitable transformation of state administra-
tion system in the event of establishment of the State Duma did not pose any threat of
escalating anti-state violence. A number of representatives of the right-wing monar-
chist opposition, on the contrary, considered the very formulation of the question of
convocation a popular representation in Russia a harbinger of revolution. Back in
mid-July 1905, in one of his articles K. Paskhalov called the authors of the draft of
the Bulyginskaya Duma nothing else but “revolutionary groups.””> The authorities
reacted to that calmly. The Minister of Internal Affairs Alexander Bulygin believed
that political radicalism was not common for the “Russian national character.”*
Therefore, in the summer of 1905, the authors of the Duma project did not have any
fears that the Duma would become a mouthpiece for revolutionary propaganda.

The supporters of the necessity of speedy political reforms called on the authori-
ties to act decisively. On June 1, 1905 A. Klopov literally demanded that Nicholas II
implement the reforms:

... we are facing a revolution from below and we must make it from above. The revolu-
tionary party promises us freedom, order, legality; we must grant them from the height of
the throne.>’

This appeal clearly revealed the dualism in the understanding of the revolution,
which had already become traditional for Russian public thought. Those social forces
which demanded political reforms from the authorities were guided by a positive
concept of the revolution and insisted that the emperor and his entourage come to
terms with the natural, in their opinion, course of things and enact fair claims of the
public into law. The only chance for the authorities to avoid a negative scenario (a
coup attempt forcefully carried out by the radicals), as it was seen by many of the
contemporaries, was that not only would they adopt a positive revolution in
St Petersburg “on sufferance,” but also they would be able to lead it.

The rightists responded to those demands immediately. However, under the con-
ditions of escalating revolutionary crisis in Russia in 1905, their views were not quite
consistent. What was happening was so great a shock for them that it was difficult to
fathom theoretically. However, it is obvious that only few conservatives consciously
aspired to that comprehension back then. They painfully reacted to the rapid trans-

39 Paskhalov, Collection of Articles, Appeals, Notes, Speeches, etc., 93.

36 «§oobrazheniya Ministra Vnutrennikh Del o poryadke osushchestvleniya reskripta 18
fevralya 1905 g. 14 iyunya — 29 iyulya 1905 g.” [Considerations of the Minister of Internal Affairs
on the procedure for implementing the rescript of February 18, 1905. June 14 — July 29, 1905]. Delo
Soveshchaniya dlya obsuzhdeniya polozhenii Reskripta 18 fevralya 1905 g. ch. 1 [File of the Meet-
ing to discuss the provisions of the Rescript of February 18, 1905, part 1]. F. 1544, op. 1, d. 1,
1. 10 ob. RGIA.

3TV .M. Krylov, N.A. Malevanov, and V.I. Travin, comps., Privy Councilor of the Emperor [in
Russian] (St Petersburg: XXI vek, 2002), 353.
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formation of political reality, loudly condemned it, but felt powerless to change any-
thing. That is why in 1905 many public figures of the right wing “were inconsistent
in their testimonies,” alternately referring to the events which were unfolding in the
country as the revolution or as the time of troubles.*®

By the autumn of 1905, the internal political situation in Russia had reached the
flash point. Representatives of the local administration again and again sent memo-
randa and letters of caution to Petersburg and were not embarrassed at all to openly
write that the country was threatened with a revolution.”® And some of the courtiers
considered the revolution a fait accompli.*’

But the word revolution, which had already come into usage simply and straight
out in private conversations of the dignitaries," remained tabooed in the official
records. At most, “unrest”* was mentioned, which was recognized by the authorities
as “significant” in a number of areas of the empire. A little more than a month
passed and representatives of the top bureaucracy started saying right in the
monarch’s face that Russia was undergoing a real revolution in the best traditions of

3% In mid-July 1905 V. Gringmut confidently said, “A revolution in our country is not only pos-
sible, but has already begun!” (Collection of Articles by Viadimir Andreevich Gringmut. Political
Articles [in Russian], iss. 3—4 (Moscow: Universitetskaya tipografiya, 1910), 240) And as early as
in the first half of October, the editor-in-chief of the Moskovskie vedomosti assured his readers that
a revolution in Russia was possible only “under absolutely incredible conditions,” the connivance of
the authorities in the fight against the revolutionary movement and anti-government propaganda.
(Collection of Articles by Viadimir Andreevich Gringmut, 289)

3% “The bloody specter of the revolution with all its horrors and calamities is approaching Rus-
sia even closer and more threateningly,” pointed out N. Kleigels, Governor-General of Kiev, Po-
dolsk and Volyn in a memorandum to be submitted to the monarch on October 9, 1905 (F. 543,
op. 1, d. 576, 1. 88. Gosudarstvennyi arkhiv Rossiiskoi Federatsii [State Archive of the Russian
Federation] (GARF), Moscow, Russia.

* Shortly before the emperor signed the October 17 Manifesto, A. Kireev bitterly wrote in his
diary, “The revolution has corroded our entire organism.” (4.4. Kireev. The Diary, 102).

* ' Widely known are the words Sergey Witte said on September 21, 1905 at one of the “home
conferences” at D. Solsky’s: “The enemies of the government are united and organized. The cause
of the revolution is advancing rapidly. Today we are already in the position in which the French
government found itself a year after the convocation of the Estates General, and we have no plan,
no firmness in repulsing the revolutionary movement.” (Cited in A.A. Polovtsov, The Diary. 1893—
1909 [in Russian], comp. O.Yu. Golechkova (St Petersburg: Aleteiya, 2014), 471.)

*2 This is how D. Trepov described the situation in Moscow at the height of the October All-
Russian political strike. (See Revolution of 1905—-1907 in Russia: Documents and Materials. All-
Russian Political Strike in October 1905: 2 parts [in Russian], pt. 1, ed. L.M. Ivanov et al. (Mos-
cow; Leningrad: Izdatel'stvo AN SSSR, 1955), 429).

¥ Revolution of 1905—-1907 in Russia: Documents and Materials. All-Russian Political Strike
in October 1905: 2 parts [in Russian], pt. 2, 243.
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France in 1789.** And yet, in 1905 the word revolution never appeared in the pages
of a manifesto or a decree signed by Nicholas II.

Not only the emperor but also some contemporaries were convinced that even in
October 1905 the country had not been faced with the revolution yet.

Later on, in emigration, I. Petrunkevich recalled:

.. . the capital of the empire was buzzing like a huge bee-hive on a hot summer day, and
the atmosphere of the city was saturated with revolutionary ferment. . .

... signs of the oncoming revolution or some kind of explosion were obvious to everyone,
except for those who did not want to see anything.*

Although the explosion had not happened yet, it was not long in coming.

The hopes of the dignitaries for the soothing effect of the October 17 Manifesto
were not fulfilled. Armed uprisings, which broke out in different regions of the coun-
try, did not add to the confidence of the government either. In this situation, the new
Minister of Internal Affairs P. Durnovo took the initiative. On November 25, 1905 he
openly said to the head of his ministry’s administration D. Lyubimov, “We have al-
ready moved from the time of troubles into the revolution,”*® and was one of the first
to determine the boundary for the qualitative transformation of the internal political
crisis in Russia by the events of November 1905. Five days later, A. Nemirovskii, the
mayor of Saratov, wrote in his letter of resignation to the governor the following:

After all, we are going through a terrifying, terrible time! This liberation movement, which
began with such noble desires, is degenerating into some kind of chaos, into feverish delir-
ium, into gloomy dictatorship of madmen; it rests upon the low instincts of the unfortunate
benighted and half-starved masses. And where will this movement stop, how will it end!
There is nothing more disgusting than a raging boor; there is nothing more terrible than a
slave who has broken loose and is prowling around with a rope around his neck.*’

Was it not the beginning of a very real violent revolution?
It 1s noteworthy that the internal political crisis in Russia was “diagnosed” in a
similar way both by dignitaries and by the representatives of the public almost simul-

* “Minutes of the Meetings in Tsarskoye Selo (1905-1906),” 49.

4 1L Petrunkevich, “From the Notes of a Public Figure. Memoirs” [in Russian], ed. Prof.
A.A. Kizevetter, in Archive of the Russian Revolution, vol. 21 (Moscow: Terra, 1993), 410, 397.

* D.N. Lyubimov, Russian Time of Troubles. 1902—1906. From Memoirs, Personal Notes and
Documents [in Russian], introductory article and commentary by K.A. Solov'ev (Moscow:
Kuchkovo pole, 2018), 312.

7 “pis'mo Stolypinu P.A. Nemirovskogo A.O., saratovskogo gorodskogo golovy, ob otnoshenii
k revolyutsionnym sobytiyam 1905 g. 1 namerenii podat' v otstavku. 30 noyabrya 1905 g.” [Letter
to P.A. Stolypin from A.O. Nemirovskii, the mayor of Saratov, about his attitude to the revolution-
ary events of 1905 and his intention to resign. November 30, 1905]. F. 1662, op. 1, d. 195,
1. 1 ob. RGIA.
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taneously. In the spring and summer of 1905, the authors of the memos submitted to
the Council of Ministers in order to implement the Decree to the Governing Senate of
February 18, 1905, described the crisis as “time of troubles,” “unrest,” “sedition,”
wrote about the “grave upheavals” which had befallen the country and “internal trou-
bles,” and in some cases warned the authorities about “a revolution threatening [my
italics — S. N.] the country”*® and “jacquerie,” but in November the tone of their
statements changed dramatically. From then on, correspondents of the Chairman of
the Council of Ministers Sergei Witte openly referred to the situation in Russia as the
revolution, and not only political’® but also agrarian’' revolution was mentioned.

The prime minister shared the public’s concern. S. Witte was convinced that the
main fear of the bureaucracy — social revolution that had “already penetrated the
masses of people outside cities” — had become a reality, and he reported that to the

29 ¢

* Zapiski, pis'ma i predpolozheniya raznykh lits i organizatsii o gosudarstvennykh

preobrazovaniyakh i merakh bor'by s revolyutsionnym dvizheniem, prislannye vo ispolnenie ukaza
18 fevralya 1905g. i1 ostavlennye bez posledstvii. 1 maya—10 iyunya 1905 g. [Notes, letters and pro-
posals of various individuals and organizations about state reforms and measures to fight the revolu-
tionary movement, sent in order to implement the decree of February 18, 1905 and left without con-
sequences. May 1-June 10, 1905]. F. 1276, op. 1, d. 20, 1. 97 ob. RGIA.

¥ Zapiski, pis'ma i predpolozheniya raznykh lits i organizatsii o gosudarstvennykh
preobrazovaniyakh 1 merakh bor'by s revolyutsionnym dvizheniem, prislannye vo ispolnenie ukaza
18 fevralya 1905 g. i ostavlennye bez posledstvii. 8 fevralya—6 dekabrya 1905 g. [Notes, letters and
proposals of various individuals and organizations about state reforms and measures to fight the
revolutionary movement, sent in order to implement the decree of February 18, 1905 and left with-
out consequences. February 8—December 6, 1905]. F. 1276, op. 1, d. 12, 1. 151. RGIA.

>0 Zapiski i pis'ma raznykh lits o sozyve Gos.dumy,o rasshirenii grazhdanskikh prav naseleniya
1 predostavlenii rabochim prava imet' predstavitel'stvo v Dume. 18 oktyabrya—12 noyabrya 1905 g.
[Notes and letters from various persons on the convocation of the State Duma, on expanding the
civil rights of the population and granting workers the right to have representation in the Duma. Oc-
tober 18—November 12, 1905]. F. 1276, op. 1, d. 30, 1. 37 ob. RGIA; Perepiska predsedatelya
Soveta ministrov s raznymi litsami po raznym voprosam: o revolyutsionnom dvizhenii v strane, o
gosudarstvennykh preobrazovaniyakh v Rossii, o vyborakh v Gos. dumu, o vozobnovlenii zanyatii
v vysshikh uchebnykh zavedeniyakh, po agrarnomu voprosu i1 po dr. 14 aprelya 1905-3 fevralya
1906 gg. [Correspondence of the Chairman of the Council of Ministers with different persons on
various issues: on the revolutionary movement in the country, on the state reforms in Russia, on the
elections to the State Duma, on the resumption of classes at higher education institutions, on the
agrarian issue and others. April 14, 1905—February 3, 1906]. F. 1276, op. 1, d. 164, 1. 45. RGIA.

>l Perepiska predsedatelya Soveta ministrov s raznymi litsami po raznym voprosam: o
revolyutsionnom dvizhenii v strane, o gosudarstvennykh preobrazovaniyakh v Rossii, o vyborakh v
Gos. dumu, o vozobnovlenii zanyatii v vysshikh uchebnykh zavedeniyakh, po agrarnomu voprosu i
po dr. 14 aprelya 1905-3 fevralya 1906 gg. [Correspondence of the Chairman of the Council of
Ministers with different persons on various issues: on the revolutionary movement in the country,
on the state reforms in Russia, on the elections to the State Duma, on the resumption of classes at
higher education institutions, on the agrarian issue and others. April 14, 1905—February 3, 1906].
F. 1276, op. 1, d. 164, 1. 46 ob. RGIA.
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emperor on December 5, 1905 during the meetings in Tsarskoye Selo.”* And again, in
official documents (this time, in a government message issued on December 9, 1905)
even such large-scale acts of anti-state violence as the armed uprising in Moscow
were called just “troubles” and “unrest” but by no means a “revolution.””

The effect that the December uprising in Moscow exerted on Russian society
cannot be overestimated. A prominent political writer A. Eropkin called Moscow the
“hotbed of the revolution.”* But he was among those who considered the revolution
to be a local phenomenon that failed to spread throughout the empire.”

The representatives of conservative social thought, of course, considered the
events of the end of 1905 as a revolution. In their opinion, this disease infected not
only the ideological opponents of autocracy but also the representatives of power and
public circles.

Sometimes it seems to me that we are all revolutionaries. We have no firm ground under-
neath, no faith, and no God to trust in. And the revolution has faith, and it finds sympathy
among officials, professionals, craftsmen, clerks, workers, etc. Nobody considers the revo-
lution such kind of enemy as an invasion of aliens, and it is a tricky matter to awaken pat-
riotic feelings against it. °

That was what A. Suvorin wrote to the Chairman of the Council of Ministers on
December 19, 1905.

The government circles associated the end of the revolution with the successful
suppression of armed uprisings in Moscow and on the outskirts of the empire. The
implementation of the strong-arm scenario in order to overcome the revolutionary
crisis, the decisive role in the implementation of which was played by P. Durnovo,
made its own adjustments to the assessments of the situation in the country by the
dignitaries. By February 1906, the term revolution, which had never been used in
legislative acts, was no longer found in the texts of the reports to be submitted to the

>2 See “Minutes of the Meetings in Tsarskoye Selo (1905-1906),” 49.

>3 See V.I. Nevskii, ed., The Revolution of 1905. Materials and Official Documents [in Russian]
(Kharkov: Proletarii, 1925), 332.

>* A.V. Eropkin, Notes of a Member of the State Duma: Memoirs. 1905—1928, introduction and
commentary by K.A. Solov'ev [in Russian] (Moscow: Kuchkovo pole, 2016), 26.

> According to A.V. Eropkin, the revolution “did not manage to cover a wider area, and while
barricades were being built in Moscow (on the famous Presnya) and blood was shedding, in Rya-
zan, 160 versts away, they only listened anxiously to what was happening in white-stone Moscow”
(Eropkin, Notes of a Member of the State Duma, 27).

° “pis’mo Suvorina A.S., izdatelya, Vitte S.Yu. po povodu ego uchastiya v sbore
pozhertvovanii dlya vdov 1 detei voennykh chinov; o revolyutsionnoi situatsii v Rossii. 19 dekabrya
1905 g.” [Letter from A.S. Suvorin, a publisher, to Sergei Witte on his participation in collecting
donations for widows and children of military ranks; on the revolutionary situation in Russia. De-
cember 19, 1905]. F. 1622, op. 1, d. 471, 1. 1. RGIA.
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monarch and in the memoria of the Council of Ministers. From then on, the bureau-
cratic circles of St Petersburg again (as in the summer of 1905) started talking about
“revolutionary manifestations”™’ and “revolutionary attempts.””® On January 21,
1906, P. Durnovo, one of the main fighters against revolutionary violence, stated in
one of his circulars that Russia had not experienced the burden of the revolution in
full, though it was closer to it than ever.”” When armed uprisings in Moscow and on
the outskirts of the empire were fully suppressed, the minister was informed that the
total number of the arrestees who participated in anti-government protests was
38,000. According to P. Durnovo, this figure showed

that our revolution is not a real one, but, so to say, a rehearsal of the revolution, and God
forbid, if a real revolution breaks out someday and even gets the upper hand over the law-
ful authority, this figure will be ten, and maybe even twenty times more.®

Despite the fact that some people in the inner circle of the emperor still feared a
resumption of the revolution after the convocation of the State Duma,®' the Russian
conservatives met the suppression of the open anti-government protests in various
areas of the empire with relief. They recognized the revolution in its violent form as
an accomplished (and completed) fact. At the same time, the end of the revolution did
not at all mean a complete recovery of the country from the crisis.” “The revolution
can also be peaceful [my italics — S. N.]!” A. Kireev convinced Nicholas II.%

Their opponents, on the contrary, were convinced that the transformation of the
political system of Russia, which began in 1905, would become the most important
condition for the country’s final recovery from the revolutionary crisis. “The old or-
der has died, but its poison is strong and destructive. We are all poisoned by it,”
wrote Pyotr Struve on January 1, 1906 in the newspaper Russkiye Vedomosti.** One

> See Revolution of 1905 and Autocracy, 61.

*¥ See Revolution of 1905—-1907 in Russia: Documents and Materials. The Second Period of the
Revolution. 1906—1907: 4 parts [in Russian], ed. G.M. Derenskovskii et al., pt. 1, January — April
1906, bk. 1 (Moscow: Nauka, 1957), 77.

% Revolution of 1905-1907 in Russia: Documents and Materials. The Second Period of the
Revolution, pt. 1, bk. 1, 141.

% Lyubimov, Russian Time of Troubles. 1902—1906, 354.

6 Such assumptions were expressed, for example, by Grand Duchess Elizabeth Feodorovna on
December 22, 1905 in her letter to Count G. Mengden (See: A.B. Efimov and E.Yu. Koval'skaya,
comps., Grand Duchess Elizabeth Feodorovna and Emperor Nicholas II. Documents and Materials
(1884—1909) [in Russian] (St Petersburg: Aleteiya, 2009), 754.

62 See, Collection of Articles by Viadimir Andreevich Gringmut, 37; L.A. Tikhomirov’s Diary,
213; Bogdanovich, Three Autocrats, 295.

53 A.A. Kireev. The Diary, 120.

% PB. Struve, Patriotica: Politics, Culture, Religion, Socialism [in Russian], comp.
V.N. Zhukova and A.P. Polyakova (Moscow: Respublika, 1997), 15.
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of the Kadet leaders argued that a repetition of the outbreaks of revolutionary vio-
lence could be prevented only by means of the unconditional implementation of the
provisions of the October 17 Manifesto. And for that, the public needed to take the
initiative from the officials, many of whom, according to Pyotr Struve, while
supporting the reforms announced in the country, were guided exclusively by oppor-
tunistic considerations. However, he was optimistic about the future because in 1905
the main thing happened in the country: “Russian freedom was born, a Russian
citizen was created.”® This meant that the positive, transformative revolution was by
no means over — it was just beginning. Whether Russia was to face an escalation of
revolutionary violence once again depended on its outcome.®

Similar judgments at the turn of 1905-06 could be heard not only from the
liberals. At the end of 1905, an employee of Novoe Vremya M. Menshikov wrote an
article titled “Anarchy and Cynicism.” In it, the writer assured the readers that the
period of anarchy which inevitably follows a revolution (according to the author, it
had already ended in Russia) was a natural and inevitable growing pain, which, how-
ever, must be overcome at all costs so as not to lose “benefits of the revolution”®’
received by the country. M. Menshikov believed that chaos had been inherent in the
historical development of Russia since the Invitation of the Varangians:

A history of no other nation begins with anarchy as ours does. . . . The past revolution is a
great attempt to finally cope with our everyday anarchy, to put an end to the thousand-

year-long time of troubles, to establish the life which is free and worthy of the large na-
. 68

tion.

The First Russian Revolution did indeed give a chance for renewal to the system
of public administration in Russia. The fate of the Russian Empire in the last decade
of its existence largely depended on how effectively the government would be able to
take advantage of that chance.

Conclusion

From the moment when the concept of revolution acquired both general scientific
and socio-political meaning, it “was aimed at a chronological perspective, it built
events into rigid sequences and time frames.”® It is not surprising that even those
contemporaries who thought about the origins of the internal political crisis in Russia

63 Struve, Patriotica, 15.

% For more, see K.A. Solov'ev, “Concept of Revolution in Cadet Opinion Journalism of 1905—
1907” [in Russian], Istoriya gosudarstva i prava, no. 19 (2017): 39-45.

67 See M.O. Men'shikov, Higher than Freedom. Articles about Russia [in Russian] (Moscow:
Sovremennyi pisatel’, 1998), 161-62.

% Men'shikov, Higher than Freedom, 162.

% Bul'st et al., “Revolution, Revolt, Turmoil, Civil War,” 617.
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at the turn of the 19" and 20™ centuries did not try to determine that specific event
which was connected with its beginning. The situation with the revolution was
different. Many people wondered when the revolution began and when it ended (and
if it ended).

The crux of the matter was the meaning which the contemporaries ascribed to this
word. Some of them believed that public demand for a just reorganization of the
existing political system was a revolution. Others, on the contrary, regarded a revolu-
tion solely as an illegal attempt to violently destroy this system. In the event of the
latter scenario, not individual representatives of the authorities (such events were
referred to as the times of trouble) but the regime as a whole became the object of
confrontation.

It was the understanding of the revolution as the quintessence of anti-state vio-
lence that dominated among the top bureaucracy and social forces loyal to the
government. Therefore, the term revolution was initially used to describe irreconcila-
ble opponents of autocracy rather than the situation in the country. Individual
outbreaks of violence (Bloody Sunday, the mutiny on the battleship Prince Potemkin-
Tavrichesky et al.) were considered by the overwhelming majority of contemporaries
to be manifestations of the time of troubles, which, turning into open confrontation
with the authorities at times, still did not constitute a single and continuous revolu-
tionary process. Until November 1905, the authorities did not dare to speak openly
about the revolution. It was never announced from the height of the throne that a rev-
olution took place in Russia in 1905, although more and more contemporaries did not
question its reality.

The point of no return was marked by the events of November—December 1905,
an open “march on power,” a challenge to the regime, which was unambiguously re-
garded both by the authorities and by the society as a revolution. Moreover, unam-
biguously defining the armed uprisings at the turn of 1905-06 as a political revolu-
tion (which was quite obvious), Russian political thought also found some shades of
social revolution in them. Though the final differentiation of those concepts in rela-
tion to Russian political reality did not happen in 1905, both dignitaries and public
figures began to realize that they had to respond to those challenges in different ways.
Prevention of a political revolution was associated with the necessity to timely im-
plement political reforms, while prevention of a social revolution required that the au-
thorities carried out comprehensive transformations in all spheres of society without
any exception.

Therefore, Russia met the new 1906, standing face to face with the challenges of
the revolution. Though the violent phase of the revolution was considered complete,
it was impossible not to take into account the agenda it had put forward. The turmoil
that reigned in Russia for most of 1905 acquired the key features of a political revolu-
tion: from a number of separate acts of disobedience to the authorities, not related to
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each other by common ideas and goals, it turned into conscious struggle of the politi-
cally active part of the society for its rights. Another challenge consisted in the con-
stant threat of relapsing into social unrest. It is no coincidence that most of all the
government feared the resumption of agrarian disorders in the spring of 1906. The
absence of adequate and decisive response to the challenges of the revolution would
mean its inevitable repetition in the future.

The society was fully aware of those challenges. But they were evaluated in dif-
ferent ways. In many respects, spontaneous formation of the parliamentary project in
Russia was viewed by a significant number of conservatives as a threat that the coun-
try would plunge into a permanent, albeit peaceful, political revolution. Under the
pressure of legal political forces, the autocracy took the risk of further surrendering
its positions, and the threat of a relapse into revolutionary violence grew again. The
liberals did not argue with the transition of the country to a new political state, the
revolution, either. For them, it was a time of hope that in the near future the society
would finally get the opportunity to talk to the authority as equals. They saw the re-
tention of the gains of the “Glorious Russian Revolution” and their implementation in
life as a guarantee that Russia would not have to suffer the horrors of revolution
again.
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