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AnHotanusi. CTaThs TOCBSIICHA MPOUCXOXKICHUIO HAPOIHO-COIMATUCTUYCCKON TapTHH —
BONPOCY, Ha KOTOPBIH wucTOpHOrpaduss OO CHX T[Op HE Jaja OJHO3HAYHOIO OTBETA.
PaccmaTtpuBaroTcst cOOBITHSI M JUCKYCCUU YYpEAUTENbHOro cbhbe3fa Ilaptum conumanucros-
peBommonoHepoB (25 nexadbps 1905 — 2 suBaps 1906 1.), rae mpou3omies OKOHYATSTHLHBIA PACcKOJ
B HeoHapoaHuyeckod cpene. IlokasaHbl M IpOaHAJIM3UPOBAHBl OCHOBHBIE MPOTHUBOPEUHUS
MPOrPaMMHOTO M TAaKTHYECKOTO XapakTepa, HUMEBIIHECS MEXAy JIEeBbIMH U TMPaBBIMU
HEOHApPOJHUKAMH W OCOOEGHHO OCTpO O0OO3HauMBIIMECS B XoAe cbe3fga. OTMmedeHsbl
MPUHIUIIAAJIBHBIC pasHOrIaCus IO MOBOJAY OTHOHICHUS K HCEJICTAJIbHBIM MCTOAaM MOJIMTUYECKOMI
00pbOBI, IPUHUMAEMBIM 3CEPaMH U OTBEPraeMbIM OyTYIIMMU HAPOJHBIMU COITUAIUCTAMU, a TAKKE
MPOrpaMMHBIE Pa3TUYUs — COLMATHM3AIMSA Y PEBOJIONMOHHBIX W HAI[MOHAIHM3AIUs Yy YMEPEHHBIX
HAapOJHUKOB — OTHOCHUTCJIBHO PCHICHUA arpapHoOro BOIIpOCa B Poccun. BrigaBieHEI COIUAJIBHO-
TIICUXOJIOTUYCCKUEC q)aKTOpI)I, MCHIABIIMEC KOHCTPYKTHUBHOMY OHUAJIOTY OCCPOBCKOI'O aKTHUBA H
rpynnbl - «Pycckoro OorarctBa». [lpuBefeHbl OCHOBaHUS i TPUYUCICHUS YMEPEHHBIX
HapOJIHUKOB B MepBbIe To/ibl XX BeKa K 3CEPOBCKOMY COOOIIECTBY, a TaKKe apryMEHTHI B MOJIb3Y
CaMOCTOSITEITFHOTO 00pa30BaHuUs HAPOJHO-COITMATUCTHYECKON TTAPTHH.
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ccnepnosaxus .
06pa3oBaHNK HAPOAHO-COLMANMCTYECKON NapTUM

On the separation of Neo-Populists and the formation
of the Popular Socialist Party

Abstract. The article is devoted to the origins of the Popular Socialist Party, which is a question
that has not been given a clear answer by modern historiography yet. It considers events and
discussions during the founding congress of the Socialist Revolutionary Party (December 25,
1905 — January 2, 1906), where the final separation between Neo-Populists took place. The author
identifies and analyses the main contradictions between the left-wing and right-wing Neo-Populists
related to the party program and its tactics, which became especially acute during the congress.
Main differences in the attitudes towards the illegal methods of political struggle that were accepted
by the Socialist-Revolutionaries and rejected by the future Popular Socialists are pointed out. The
author also analyses their program differences regarding the solution of the agrarian question in
Russia: socialization among the Socialist-Revolutionaries and nationalization among the moderate
Populists. The socio-psychological factors that hindered any constructive dialogue between the
Socialist-Revolutionaries and the Russkoe bogatstvo group are revealed. The grounds for classifying
the moderate Populists in the early 20™ century as part of the Socialist Revolutionary community
and the arguments in favor of the independent formation of the Popular Socialist Party are
presented.

Keywords: neo-populism, Socialist-Revolutionaries, Popular Socialists, the journal Russkoe
Bogatstvo, ideology, tactics

For citation: Protasova, O.L. “On the separation of Neo-Populists and the formation of the Popular
Socialist Party.” Historia provinciae — the Journal of Regional History, vol. 6, no. 3 (2022):
933-69, https://doi.org/10.23859/2587-8344-2022-6-3-6

BBenenue

Hapognuyeckoe  HampaBlIEeHHME  POCCHKMCKOTO  COLMAIuM3Ma  TPAJWLMOHHO
MIpEACTABIISIET OOJBIION UHTEPEC JIJIsl UccienoBarenell. B mocTcoBeTCKuii mepuo1 ero
U3y4eHue MNpuodpesio ocoOyr aKTyalbHOCTh, MOCKOJIBKY MMEHHO HapOIHUYECKas
cpena B Hayaje XX BEKa BHECJa B OBECTKY AEMOKpaTUueckoro ooHosieHus: Poccun
A OPEAJIOKEHUN, KOTOPBIE BBITJISAAT BIIOJHE COBPEMEHHO U ceroHs. Cpeau HuX —
npoOJieMbl COOTHOIIEHUSI TOCYJapCTBa, TMpaBa M TpaxkIaH (BOMPOC, HBIHE
oOCyX/IaeMbplii B paMKax JUCKypca O TpakIaHCKOM OOIIECTBE U TMPaBOBOM
rocyJapcTBe), HACWJIMS M HEHACWUJIUS B OCYIIECTBICHHHM BIACTH M MPOIlECcCe
MOJIUTUYECKOW OOpBOBI, COIMATBLHON COMUIAAPHOCTH, BOCIUTAHUS TPakKAaHCKOTO
IPABOCO3HAHUS M YEJOBEYECKOI0 CamMOCO3HaHuWsd U T.n. HeoHapogHmyeckue
MAPTHU — COLMAIMCTOB-PEBOIIOLIMOHEPOB U HAPOJHBIX COLMAIMCTOB — U B CBOEWU
MpOrpaMMaTUKE, U B CBOEH pPEAIbHOU TMOJUTHYECKOW JESITEIbHOCTH HA ITOMCKHU
pEeIIeHUs] STUX BOIMPOCOB oOpamanu  npucTajibHoe BHUMaHHE. «CoIuanu3M ¢
YEJIOBEUECKHUM JIMIIOM» — TOT HJi€al, K KOTOPOMY CTPEMUJIUCHh KaK PEBOJIIOIIMOHHBIE,
TaK W DBOJIOLMOHHBIC HAPOJAHUKH, XOTS MYTH K HEMY M XapakTep OpraHu3aliu-
MPOBOAHUKA (IMAPTUH) B X MPEICTABICHUSIX CYILIECTBEHHO PA3HUIINCH.
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[TpoGiema cTaHOBIEHNUS HEOHAPOAHUUECKUX MOJUTHUECKUX MAapTHM, CHITPABLINX
B F'OJIbI POCCUICKHUX PEBOJIIOLMM 3HAYNMYIO, AK€ KIFOUEBYIO POJIb, IIPU BCEH CBOEH
UCCIIEJOBAHHOCTH 10 CUX IOp HE «3akpbiTay. lIpuumHOl TOMy sBiIsieTCs OOJbIIast
MEeCTPOTa OpraHu3alui, oObeIMHUBIIMXCS B Hadajle XX B. B €QUHOE 3CEPOBCKOE
HallpaBJ€HUE, W, KaK CJIEACTBUE, MHOXECTBEHHOCTb TAaKTUKO-HJI€OJIOTHYECKUX
OTTEHKOB BHYTpM 3TOM cpeapl. OcoOblii HMHTEpEC BBI3BIBAET BONPOC O
CaMOCTOATENIBHOCTH  NPOMCXOXKACHUS  HAPOJHO-COLUAIMCTHYECKOW  IApTHH,
oduIMaTBHO 3aperucTpupoBaHHoi B [lenapramenTe nonuuuu ocenpro 1906 r.

Hctopuorpadust coOCTBEHHO HapOAHO-COLUATUCTUYECKON mapTun OepeT Havaso
He Oonee, ueM noyiBeka Hazad. COBETCKHE HCTOPHKM aKKypaTHO CIIEJOBAJIH
yCTaHOBKaM JIeHnHa, He BOCIIPUHUMABILIETO TPYIOBYIO HAPOIHO-COLUATMCTHYECKYIO
naptuto (nanee — THCII) kak caMOCTOATENbHYIO MOJUTUYECKYIO CUITY, U BILIOTH 11O
1970-x Tr. HE 3aHUMANNCH CIEUUATBHBIM H3YYEHHEM STOM «MENKOOYpKya3HOW
opranu3auu. [Ipy HEMHOTOYUCIEHHBIX YIIOMHUHAHUAX O MAPTUH JIUOO €€ OTIEIbHBIX
JesATeNsIX YTBEPKIAN0Ch (OMATh K€ B JOKA3aTEIbCTBO €€ HECaMOCTOSATEbHOCTH),
YTO HApOJHBIE COLMAJINCTBI — IPABOE KPBUIO 3CEPOB, OTOLIEANIEE OT NapTHH
BCJICJICTBUE IIOJINTUYECKOM OCTOPOKHOCTM M HEPELIMTEIBHOCTH U IOTOMY
3aciyuBaroiee yBaxkeHus: emie Menbiine, yeM [ICP. YOexneHHOCTh B TOM, 4TO
THCII — nceBaoconraincTH4YECKasi opraHuzaiusi 6e3 cOOCTBEHHOIO MOJIUTUYECKOTO
JMIA, TPUBOJWIA COBETCKYIO MCTOPUYECKYIO MBICIB K BBIBOJY, UYTO JEATEIBHOCTH
HapOJHBIX COLMAIMCTOB M B TEOPETUYECKOW, W B IMPAKTUYECKON cdepax Obuia
3apaHee oOpedeHa Ha mpoBajl. TeM He MeHee, ¢ KoHla 1970-X IT. cTaiau MOsBISATHCS
UCCJENOBAaHUSI O  HAPOAHBIX  COLMAIMCTAX M  TPYAOBUKax, II€HHBIE C
(aKTOJIOrMYECKOM TOYKM 3pEHUs W CTaBUIME TMOJCIOPbEM i Oynymmx padoT
[epuoaa MIEO0JOrHIECKOTO nmopaanal. H./. EpocpeeB2 IIEPBBIM  IIPUBJIEK
BHMUMAaHUE K HapOJHO-COLMAIMCTUYECKON NapTHM Kak K 3acCIy’KUBAIOLIEH
CHEUMAIbHOTO M3yYEHHs] OpraHu3aluu, XapakTepusysd ee 0e3 NPUBBIYHBIX
OCYXJEHUS W BBICOKOMEpUS, ITUKTYEMbIX O(DUIIMO3HOW JHMHHEH B OTHOILIECHUU
HeOOoJIbIIEBUCTCKUX NapThil. OJHAKO B OCHOBHOM Macce JIUTepaTyphl, OCBALIEHHOM
HENPOJIETAPCKUM MapTHUsIM, MO-MIPEKHEMY YacTO BCTPEYaIUCh (GOPMYIUPOBKH THUIA
«Kpax», «OaHKpOTCTBO», «KPYLIEHHE» B KaueCTBE OLIEHKH pe3yJbTaTOB MX
nesTenbHOCTU. JKaHp MOJMTUYECKOTO MOPTPETa, KOTOPBIM MO3BOJsLI Obl MOKa3aTh
HapOJIHUKOB (1a M HE TOJBKO HX) B JIMYHOCTHOM M3MEPEHUH, MNPaKTUUYECKU
OTCYTCTBOBAIL.

! Anexceesa I J[. HaponuuuectBo B Poccum B XX B. Maeitnaa somonus. MockBa: Hayka,
1990; I'unes B.H. boprba 3a KpPEeCThIHCTBO M KPU3UC PYCCKOTO HeOHapoaHu4ecTBa, 1902—1914 rr.
Jlenunrpan: Hayka: Jlenunrpaackoe otnenenue, 1983; Xopoc B.I'. HaponHuueckas uaeosiorust u
MapkcusM B koHIe XIX — nauane XX BB. MockBa: URSS, 2021.

2 Epogees H.J[. Haponnbie colManmncThl B IEPBOH pycckoi peBosroruu. Mocksa: MI'Y, 1979.
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Takoe MOJOKEHUE AEN CTAIO 3aMETHO MEHSATHCS B ITOCTCOBETCKUM IIEPUOM.
Ycekopuiics TPOLECC H3YYEHUs NOJUTHYECKOM JOKTpUHBI TpyaoBOM HapOIHO-
COLIMAIMCTUYECKON MapTUH, MOSIBUIIUCH HAay4YHble OUorpaduu JIugepoB yMEPEHHOTO
HEOHapoaHuvecTBa. B numreparype mnocnennero npecsatuinetuss XX B. MOKHO
HaOIIoAaTh HE TOJBKO IEPECMOTP CYIIECTBOBABIIMX paHee TEHACHIUH, HO U
NOBBIIIEHUE HAYYHOTO MHTEpPECa K POJU U MECTY MapTUU B MOJUTUYECKON UCTOPUH
ctpaubl 1906—1917 rr., KOTOpBIE TENEeph NPU3HABAIUCH BIOJIHE 3aMETHBIMU U
NOCTOMHBIMH. [IOoCTENNEHHO BHUMAHHE UCCIEA0BATENEH IEPEKIIOYUIIOCH U HA TAPTHH
B ILIEJIOM, pacCMaTpUBAeMble B  KayeCTBE  KOMIIOHEHTOB  POCCHMCKOMU
MHOTOMapTUHHOCTU. PaboThl, M30aBISSICH OT TEHIEHIIMO3HOCTH, CTAald HAMHOTO
00BEKTHBHEE, COJIEPXKAIMICS B HUX aHAJIN3 — MHOTOCTOpOHHee. TpyaoBast HapoHO-
COLIMAJIUCTUYECKAs] TMApPTUsl «HAIIa» CBOMX HCTOpUOrpadoB M paccMmaTpuBaiach
TeNeph KaKk caMOCTOSITENbHBIN, CBOCOOPA3HBIM U TOCTATOYHO BIMSTENIbHBINA CyOBEKT
MOJIMTUYECKOW KWU3HUA PEBOJTIOIUOHHON Poccun®. U3 uccinenosarenei IICP,
MIPOSIBUBIIMX HHTEPEC K TEME pAaCKoJia HApOJHUKOB B Hadyase XX B. Ha JBE
KOHKYPHPYIOIIIE IapTHH, CIIPABEUTHBO BhiAenuTh M.U. Jleonosa®,

Uro kacaetcst 3apyOexxHOM uctopuorpaguu, To OOBEKTOM €€ CHEIHAIbHOTO
BuuManuss THCII He crTaHOBWIIach; €CIM M MOXHO OBUIO BCTPETUTH PEIIKUE
YIOMUHAHUS O HEW, TO JUIIb B KOHTEKCTe ee uHTepakumil ¢ IICP, kpynHOU M
BIIMSITEIIPHOM OpraHW3alMel, NPHUBJICKAaBIIEH  €BPOIECHCKMX M aMEpPUKAaHCKHUX
HCCJIEI0BATENIell CBOUM JIEMOKPATU3MOM, a TAKXKE HEPEAIN30BaHHBIM IMOTEHLIUAIOM
¥ Tparuueckoii cyapooir.

3 Cycnos A.FO. Poccmiickue CONHMANNCTHI Tocie OKTsOps 1917 roma B OTedYeCTBEHHON
ucropuorpaduu. Kazanp: KHUTY, 2013; Ceinuenxo A.B. Hapoano-conpanucTuyeckas mapTHsi B
1907-1917 rr. Mocksa: POCCIIBH, 1999; Ceinuenxo A.B. TpynoBas HapoJHO-COLUAINCTHYECKAS
naptus: teopust U npakrtuka. Camapa: CI'TIY, 2004; Cuinuenxo A.B. HapoaHele conuanucTsl U
teppop // Memopuan. URL: http://memo.ru/history/terror/sypchenko.htm (mata oOpamieHwst:
05.05.2021); Hoecancon E.H. B. MAKOTHH: UCTOPUK U HApOAHBIH corpanuct // CBOOOHAS MBICITb.
1993. Ne 4. C. 107-117; Moceiikuna M.H. TpynoBas HapOAHO-COLMAIMCTUYECKas MapTUS B
cOoBpeMeHHOI oredecTBeHHOI nctopuorpaduu // Bectauk PYIH. Cepusi: Uctopust Poccun. 2009.
Ne 1. C. 47-60; Ilpomacosa O.JI. A.B. Ilemexonos: Yenosek u smoxa. Mocksa: POCCIIOH, 2004;
Ilpomacosa O.JI. [lestenn 1eMOKpaTUYECKOTO COL[MAIN3MA B KOHTEKCTE NMOJUTHYECKON KYJIbTYpHI
poccuiickoro o6ecTBa nepoit ueTBepTd XX Beka: MoHorpadus. Tam6os: TT'TY, 2017 u ap.

* Jleonos M., TIapTHsi COLUATICTOB-PEBOITIOMHOHEPOB B 1905-1907 rr. Mocksa: POCCIIDH,
1997.

®Hildermeier M. Die Sozialrevolutionare Partei Russlands. Agrarsozialismus und
Modernisierung im Zarenreich (1900-1914). Koln: Bohlau Verlag, 1978; Hildermeier M.
Revolution und Revolutiongeschichte // Die Umwertung der sowjetischen Geschichte / Hrsg. von
D. Gayer. Koln: Bohlau Verlag, 1991. S. 32-53; Hildermeier M. Arbeiterschaft und politische
Radikalisierung in der Revolution 1905-1907 // Geschichte und Gesellschaft. 1990. Bd.16.
S. 512-535; Geifman A. Thou Shalt Kill. Revolutionary Terrorism in Russia, 1894-1917. Princeton
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OcHOBHas YacTh

[TosiBeHNE NEPBBIX OpraHU3alMil COLUAIMCTOB-PEBOIIOIMOHEPOB OTHOCHUTCS K
cepeaune 1890-x rr. Ha3BaHue «COIMAIUCTHI-PEBOIIOLIUOHEPHD), MPUHUMAEMOE
MMM, O3HAYaJI0 MPEEMCTBEHHOCTh, POJACTBO ¢ Hapoanukamu 1870-x. CroBo
«HapOJIHUKY», KaK MPaBUJIO, CTAPAIUCH HE YMOTPEOIATh, MOCKOIbKY Ha TOT MOMEHT
ATO UMsI HE CUMUTAJIOCh MoYeTHhIM. Kya monyssipHee ObL1 MapKCU3M, MPUIIEAIINN U3
EBpormbl 1 B I1azax MOJIOJOTO MOKOJEHUS aCCOLIMMPOBABIINNCS C MPOTrPECCUBHBIMU
HayajgaMu, OXUJAHUEM HEIPEMEHHOro BCTpawBaHUs Poccun B CEMBIO TMEpPENOBBIX
rocyaapcTB cBoOOabl M JeMokpaTuu. OnHako sl OyaymMX HEOHapOIHUKOB
MAapKCHU3M HE BBITJIAIEN YHUBEPCAIBHBIM YUEHUEM, NPEKIE BCETO M3-3a KIACCOBOTO
cermaparMsMa: B OTJIMYME OT IociefnoBareneid  Mapkca, OHU  CUHMTAIH
HECIPaBEVIUBBIM Pa3NIEATh TPYIALIUMXCS Ha OoJee M MeHee IO0JIe3HbIe JIey
peBomtonuu cerMeHThl. B 1890-e rr. mpoucxoauia HeuryrouHas ujeiHas OoprOa
HApOJAHUYECTBA M  MapKCH3Ma, KOTOpas B HEMAJlOM CTENEHW IOMOrJja
CaMOOTIPEICIICHNIO TTOJIMTHYECKH aKTUBHBIX MpeacTaBuTeneil mokonenuid 1860—80-x
TOJIOB POXKIACHUS.

Psnpl acepoB B npemyiBepuu XX B. OTIMYAIUCH NECTPOTOM, KaK, COOCTBEHHO, U
UX B3[JISABI, NPEACTaBIISABIINE COOOM 3KIEKTUKY KIACCUYECKOIO U PEBU30BAHHOIO
Mapkcu3Ma M HapoJHHWYECTBAa. BimsgHMEe MapKcu3Ma BBIPAKAIOCH B TOM, YTO
HaJIeKIbl Ha ocBOOOXJIeHHe Poccum y HapogHukoB koHIa XIX cronetus Obuin
CBS3aHBl HE C KpECThSIHCTBOM, a IMpEXKJIE BCEro ¢ MposeTapuaToM, Ooliee
OpPraHU30BAHHBIM U CO3HATEJIbHBIM U 0O0Jee CHOCOOHBIM BIIUTHIBATh HOBBIE HJCH,
pacnpocTpaHsieMble IOCPEACTBOM IMpomaraHibl M arutanuu. OJHAaKo ObUIM U
CTOPOHHUKHU «JIE€PEBEHCKOW» JTMHUM, CYMUTABIINE HY>KHBIM aKIEHTUPOBATh BHUMAHHE
Ha TIOJUTUKO-TIPOCBETUTENLCKOM Pab0OTE B KPECThSIHCKOM cpez[eG. [Tomutnyeckas
3a0UTOCTb, HHUIIETA, HEBEKECTBO, PACIBUIEHHOCTb IO OIPOMHOW TEPPUTOPUU HE
MO3BOJISUIM  KPECTHSIHCTBY CTaTh MOJHOMNPABHBIM CONO3HUKOM 3CEPOB Ha JaHHBIM
MOMEHT, OJHAKO B  HEM  BHJEJNACh  IOTEHUHUAJIBHAS  PEBOJIOIMOHHAS
MEepPCHEeKTUBHOCTh. JlJI1 ee pa3BUTUS NapTHs IJIAaHUPOBaJIa MpONaraHAUpPOBaTH B
KPECTBSHCKOI Cpe/ie MK COLMANN3MA 1, B 0COOCHHOCTH, TIOIHTHIECKOH CBOGOIBI .

B obOmem, nHa wHawano 1900-x Trr. Ha3BaHWE «IapTUS COIMAIHMCTOB-
PEBOJIIOLIMOHEPOB» OBLJIO COOMPATENBHBIM M MOKa €Ill€ HEe OTPaHMYMBAJIO CTPOro
Kpyra IOCJeNOBaTENEd HEKOEH €IWHOW NOJUTHUYECKONM JMHUH. Y OpraHu3aluu
OTCYTCTBOBAJIM TEOpHS, yCTaB, MPOrpaMma, KOTOpPbIE pa3Aeisuiuch Obl BCEMHU €€
YJICHAMU.

(N. J.): Princeton university press, 1995; Immonen H. The agrarian program of the Russian
Socialist-Revolutionary Party, 1900-1914. Helsinki: Finnish Historical Society, 1988.

® Jleonos M 1. [MTaptus conmanucroB-peBosornonepos B 1905-1907 rr. C. 24.

" Jleonos M. [TapTus cormanucToB-peBotonronepos B 1905-1907 rr. C. 24.
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PaGora scepoB B »TOM HampaBieHUHM akTtuBu3upoBaigach B 1902 r. Ilyts K
CO3JIaHUIO €IMHON KOHLEIMIIUU OKa3aJcs 4YPE3BbIYAMHO TPYJIHBIM U OO0JIE3HEHHBIM.
DCEpOBCKU aKTUB HE MOT HAWTH €JUHCTBA IO LEJIOMY PSIAY KIIOUEBBIX BOIIPOCOB: O
Teppope, B TOM YHCIIE B arpapHoi cdepe (3axBaThl 3eMJIH), O COLUATM3AIINH 3EMIIU, O
HEOOXOJAMMOCTH JENCHUS TPOrpaMMbl Ha «MHHAMYM» H «MaKCUMyM», 00
OTHOIIICHUH K Mapkcu3My u T.M. B Tedenue aByx nocnemyromnux jet (1902—1904) B
razere «PeBosoninonHas Poccusi», nmoayduBiiei cratyc nentpaibHoro oprana I1CP,
MOCTETIEHHO ObLTa U3JI0’KEHA IIEJIOCTHASI TEOPETHUECKasi KOHIIENIHS napTud. MoxHO
CKa3aTh, YTO HMEHHO 3TO M3[aHUE CBIFPAJIO KIIOYEBYID pOJb B CIUIOYEHHH
NapTUiHBIX psifaoB. CTUMYJIOM K KOHCOJMAAIIMU ACEPOB TAKKE IMOCITYKUIH
BBICTYIUIEHUSI C MPOrPAMMHBIMU 3asBJICHUSIMH COLIMAJI-IEMOKPATOB, a 3aTeEM
nubepanos.

dopMupoBanach NapTusi IO POCCUMCKUM KIACCUYECKHM 00pas3laM, CBEpXy BHU3
— CHayaja IEHTpaJIbHbIE OpraHMU3alliM, 3aTeéM MeCTHble Tpynmbl. He Obuto HU
BBIOOPHBIX OPraHOB, HU yCTaBa, HU KpUTEpHUEB uieHCTBA. CBSI3U MEXKAY LIEHTPOM U
nepudepueii He ObUM OTIHaKeHbl. UYUTO Kacaercs dYucina oOpraHu3aluii, TO
M.J. JleonoB npuBout Takue wudpsl: B 1902 r. ux 6bu1o 28, B 1904 — 74°. Cocras
ACEPOBCKUX OTMACIICHUN ObUI MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO MHTEJUIMTEHTCKUM, XOTS HMEJIOCH
HEKOTOpPOE KOJIMYECTBO pabounx U KpecThsH. KcrtaTu, BOMpPOCH paclivpeHus
COIMAJIBHOTO COCTaBa MapTUU BechMa 3a00TWIIM €€ aKkTuB, M, HauuHas ¢ 1902 r.,
CTaJIM CO3IaBATHCS KPECTBSHCKHIE OPATCTBA H COIO3bI, KPY)KKH YUAIUXCS H COMIAT .

DBOJIIOIIMOHHOE, YMEPEHHOE KPBLJIO POCCUHCKOTO HAPOJHUYECTBA MPEACTABISIN
HapoOJHbIE COLMAIKUCTBI (B oOuxoae 23HecChl), ¢ oceHu 1906 r. odunmanbHO
obopMmIICHHBIE B OJHOMMEHHYIO maptutro (¢ wuroHa 1917, mocie ciausiHUA C
tpynoBukamu — THCII, TpynoBas mapogHo-conuanuctudeckas maptus). ['onwr ee
cymectBoBanus: B Poccun — 1906-1920 rr., B amurpanuu — Makcumym a0 1940 r.
[IpencraBuTeneit AToll MapTUU WHOT/AA HA3BIBAIOT «IMOEPATBLHBIMU HAPOJIHUKAMMY)
M3-3a XapakTepa MPearnoYuTaeMbIX UMU METOJ0B MOJUTHYECKONM OOphOBI, a TaKKe
0JIM30CTH TIO PsITy BOIIPOCOB K JTMOepaiam.

CymectByer MHEHHUE, IIOJKPEIIEHHOE ouIaTbHON COBETCKOMU
ucropuorpadueii, 4ro HapOJIHBIE COLMAIUCTBI — 3TO MPABOE KPBUIO ACEPOB, B
OIPEICICHHBIl MOMEHT OTKOJOBIIEECS OT IAPTHH . DHECOBCKHE WCTOYHUKH
OMPOBEPralOT JAaHHOE YTBEPXKIAEHUE, OJHAKO CIIEAyeT NpPHU3HATh, YTO OHO HMEET
pe30Hbl, U HeMalible. [IpuuuHbBl MOSBIEHUA ATOM BEpCUM MOHSITHBL. Bo-TepBbIX,

8 Jleonos M. [TapTus conmanuctoB-peBoatonnoHepos B 1905-1907 rr. C. 37.

% Jleonos M.H. JleBoe HapOJHUYECTBO B Hauaje MPOJIETAPCKOrO dTama OCBOOOIUTEILHOTO
neuxenust B Poccuu. KyiiOpimes: KyiiobimeBckuii rocyiapcTBeHHbI yHuBepeurert, 1987. C. 57.

0 Coperckas ucTopuveckas HIUKIoNeaAns: B 16 T. Mocka: CoBetckas sHIUKIOME U, 1976.
T. 16. C. 597.
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COBETCKasl MCTOpHUYECKas HayKa, OPUEHTUPOBAHHAs HA M3y4YEHUE KPYIHEUIIMX
naptui, nodeaa HaJl KOTOPBIMU MOIJIa OBITh K Y€CTH OOJIBIIEBUKOB, CIEAYS OLIEHKAaM
B.1. JleHnHa, Ha3bIBABIIETO HAPOIHBIX COLUAIMCTOB «IIEPEPSIKEHHBIMU KaJeTaMn»,
«OCEPCTBYIOIMMHM  MEHBIIEBUKAMU» MW IIp., HE BOCIPUHHMAaIA MX KakK
CaMOCTOSITEIIBHOE TOJUTUYECKOE SIBIICHHE U «IIPUBSA3BIBAIIA», COOTBETCTBEHHO, TO K
KaJieTaM, TO — Yalle — K 3cepaM. Bo-BTOpBIX, TECHbIE KOHTAKTHI B IIyOIMIIICTUYECKON
NEATEIbHOCTH, OKa3aHUE KOHCIIMPATUBHBIX YCIYI 3CEpaM-paJuKalaM HEKOTOPBIMH
OyAyLIMMH SHECaMH JaBajll OCHOBAHUE MPEANOJIOKUTh, YTO MOCIEIHUE MOIJIU IO
YMOJIYAHUIO CYUTATHCS  WICHAMM 3CEPOBCKOM NApTUU. Takoe NpenarnogoKeHue
YCIOBHO JOITYCTUMO MOCTOJIBbKY, MOCKOJbKYy IICP eme He Obuia OKOHYATEIBHO
¢dopmanuzoBaHa. B ToT nepuon y tex, kro cuutaincs uieHamu IICP, He Obuio Hu
YJIEHCKUX OWIeToB, HU (OpMaJbHBIX 00s3aTeNbCTB nepen naptueidl. He Benack u
NapTUiiHasi CTATUCTHKA. YJIEHCTBO B MapTHUU MOIJO PACCMATPUBATHCA «IO (PaKTy»
BHIPOKACMBIX CHMIIATHH M COMEHCTBHS ~ (HAIpHMeEp, KaK B PSAC COBPEMEHHBIX
3aMaJHbIX CTPaH: KTO IMPOTOJOCOBajl 32 MAapTUI0 HA MOCIEAHMX BBIOOpAx, TOTrO
MOKHO CUMTaTh ee wieHoM). [logo0OHbIN MoaX0a BIOJHE ONpaBaH Uil JUJIETaHTOB,
OH JaeT MpPEACTaBICHUE O MEXIAPTUIHON OJM30CTH HAPOJHUKOB, OJHAKO JIJIS
CHEUHUAINCTOB OH CIMIIKOM yrpouieH U 0000meH. Ciaydau cOIEUCTBHUS IpPaBbIX
HAapOJHUKOB PEBOJIOLMOHEPAM TOBOPAT O COYYBCTBUM MHOTMM B3IVBIIAM H
MOCTYIIKaM HJEO0JOTMYECKH OJIM3KOM OopraHu3aluyd B TOT MOMEHT, IIOKa OHM CaMHu
BEJIM MOMCKU COOCTBEHHOTO MOJIMTUYECKOrO MYTU. DTOT MyTh HE UCKIIIOYAN COI03a €
JCepaMU, OJHAKO OTHIOAb HE Ha YCIOBUAX, AUKTYEMBIX IOCICAHUMH. JInaepsl
oynymweir HCIT — THCII A.B. [lemexonoB u B.A. MKOTHH NpUHUMAJIA y4acTHE B
00CYX/IEHHHM MPOEKTa ACEPOBCKOM MPOrpaMMbl M COOMPAIUCH MPEACTABUTH CBOWU
BapuaHT. EcTb W japyrue apryMeHThl B TOJb3y  NPHUHAJICKHOCTH OYIyIIEro
SHECOBCKOTO sipa K 3CEpCTBY, Hampumep, ciioBa B.M. 3eH3uHOBa, KOTOpBII
paccKa3bIBaceT:

Kpowme Jlaccans u }Kopeca12 OBLI y HAC TOT/Ia B MAPTUH €III¢ OJIMH 3aMedaTeIbHBINA
oparop — beHenukr AsnekcaHApoBHMY MSKOTHH, IO3JHEE W3 HAlIE NapTHUU

1 M.A. Haraucon Tak XapaKTepPU30BaJl CUTYaAllUI0 C MOMOJHEHHEM 3CEPOBCKUX psiioB: «Kak
npuHuManuch wieHsl? Koro cumranu Xopomum dyenoBekoM, Toro M mnpunumanu» (CyneGHo-
cneacrBeHHas komuccus LIK I[ICP no neny E. Azeda. IleperiereHHble TeTpaau ¢ MOKa3aHUSIMHU,
oTreyaTaHHbIMH Ha MamuHke boOposa (Harancon) // I'ocymapctBenHblii ApxuB Poccuiickoit
denepanun (manee — FTAP®D). . 1699. Om. 1. /1. 123. J1. 4).

2 B tekcre YIIOMHMHAIOTCSL 9CEPOBCKUE IEATEIH, BbI3bIBABIINE Y OJHONIAPTUILIEB aCCOLUALUU C
Ha3BaHHBIMU  (paHIly3ckuMu couuanucramu. <«Jlaccamem» HazBan W.M. ®onmaMuHCKHIA
(nceBnonnm — bynakos), «XXopecom» — H.J[. ABKCeHTBEB (npum. aemopa,).
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06pa30BaH1 HaPOAHO-COLMANUCTAYECKON NapTu
yIICAIMA B HOBYI MMapTUIO, oOpasoBaBiyiocs B 1906 romy — HapoaHo-
COIII/IaJII/ICTI/IquKyIOB.

B.A. Msikotun
Hcrounuk: WWw.hrono.ru (nara ooparuenus: 15 centsiops 2021 r.)

[To maennto OxpaHHoro otaeneHus, llemexoHoB 1 MSKOTUH BXOJWJIA B COCTAaB
[TerepOyprckoro KoMureTa [ICP". B.M. UepHoB HacTauBall, 4TO 002 OHU «CUHUTAIIN
ceOst TOr/Ia WieHAMH Halel maptum» . To xe camoe yrepxkaam H.J[. ABKCEHTbEB,
M.A. Harancon, C.H. Cneros, H.C. PycaH0316. [TogoOHOTO MHEHUS TIPUAECPKUBAIICS
u TL.H. Muntokos™ . [Tocnequuii, KOHEYHO, «U3BHEY», C JTUOEPATBLHON MO3UIUU, MOT
HE BHUKATh B HIOAHCHI BHYTPHUCOLIMATUCTUYECKUX OTHOIIEHUN U BOCIIPUHUMATH BCEX
COIMAJIMCTOB-HAPOJIHUKOB, TaK CKa3aTh, 00001eHHO. Ha TOT MOMEHT 3cepnl ObLIn
€IMHCTBEHHOM HApOJHUYECKOM IMApTUEH, KOTOPYIO 3HAIM COBPEMEHHUKH.
COOTBETCTBEHHO, BCE TMPOLIECCHI, MPOUCXOAUBIINE B HAPOJHUYECKOW Cpene,
accouuupoBaich uMeHHO ¢ [ICP.

Cample SHEPruYHbIC OMPOBEPKEHHS MPUHAIJICHKHOCTH NPABBIX HAPOJHHUKOB K
IICP nenan A.B. IlemexoHoB, mpuyeM C TOJIaMU OHU CTAaHOBWJIMCH Bce pe3ue. Tak, B
1906 r. o mucanm 00 3cepax KaK O <«JIPy3bAX [0 HAIPaABICHUIO», C KOTOPHIMU
Pa30IUINCh IO OPraHU3alMOHHBIM Bompocam; B 1917 1. — «MSKOTUH U 5, XOTS HE
BXOJAWIM (DOPMANIBHO B MAPTHUIO C.-P., HO ObLIM OJM3KHU K HEW, YyTh JIU HE C CaMOTO €e

B 3ensunoe B.M. [epexuroe. Hpro-Mopk: Msnarensctso uM. Yexosa, 1953 // Xponoc. URL:
http://www.hrono.ru/libris/lib_z/zenzin04.html (nara obpamienus: 15 cenrsops 2021 r.).

Y0 nomoumuke npucsbkHoro mnosepenHoro JIbBe 3eitnmukoBe ®panke // TAPD. d. 102.
JIT OO. Om. 228. 1898. J1. 80. JI. 144.

Y Iewexonos A.B. Mou oTHOIIEHNUS ¢ Azedom // Pesomonmonnas Poccus. 1924, Ne 33-34.
C. 14.

16 Pycanos H.C. U3 moux BocriomuHanuii. CHoBa Ha Poamne // HayuHo-uccrnenoBarenbcKuit
otaen pykomuced Poccuiickoit rocymapctBenHoit Ooubmmoreku (mamee — HUOP PI'B). @. 678.
Kapron 1. Ex. xp. 8. JI. 54.

Y Muniokos I1.H. Bocriomunanmst: 8 2 1. T. 1. Mocksa: Copemennuk, 1990. C. 273.
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BO3HMKHOBEHUs»; B 1924 1. — «k mapTum c.-p. 1 HE NPHUHAMIEKAN, HUKOTJIA B
00513aTeIBHBIX OTHOLICHUAX K HEil He HaXOMHMICs»' . CIIYCTS TOfbl OTHOLICHHS B
HapOJHUYECKOM KPYTry CTAaHOBUJIMCHh BCE MEHEE TECHBIMHU, HO 3TO HE 03HAYajo, YTO
IlemieXxOHOB  JyKaBUT: JOKYMEHTAJIBHBIX JOKA3aTEIbCTB BXOXKICHHUS €ro C
ToBapuiamu 1o «Pycckomy 6orarctBy» B psiabl [ICP neiictBurensHo Het. Eme ogHO
CBHUJIETEIIbCTBO MApPTHUMHON «ABTOXTOHHOCTHW» HBOJIOLMOHHBIX HApPOJHHKOB: B
MeMyapax MpeArnojJaraéMblX OJHONAPTUHLEB, 3a MUCKIIOUYEHHEM BBIIICYTIOMSIHYTOTO
B.M. 3eH3rHOBa, MPAaKTUYECKU HE BCTPEUAIOTCS cioBa «3cep llemexoHoB», «acep
Msikotun», paBHO Kak M mnpouwe opranuzaropsl HCII, B To Bpems Kak BceM
M3BECTHO, uTo, Hampumep, B.M. UepnoB eme c¢ 1890-x rr. Obul conManIuCTOM-
peBomouronepom, a H.J[. ABkcentheB, M.B. Bumnsk, A.P. T'ou, TOT Xe€
B.M. 3en3unoB u ap. Bcrynuiau Ha pyoexe XIX—XX Beko umenHo B [ICP (o ux
COOCTBEHHBIM BOCIIOMHHAHMSAM HU3BECTHBI MOJPOOHOCTH UX MPUCOECIAUHEHUS K 3TOU
OpraHu3allid, COMHEHHS M BHYTPEHHUE KOMIIPOMHUCCHI), MPUYEM OHHM KakK pa3 H
CTaJIM MPABBIM NAPTUUHBIM KpbUIOM. [[apTHiiHBII BEIOOp HE Y BCEX HAPOJAHUKOB OBLI
onHoMoMmeHTHBIM. Hamnpuwmep, [1.®. SAxyboBuu (MenbinH), nucaTeab U MO3T, aBTOP
BOCIIOMUHAHUU O KaTtopre «B Mupe OTBEp:KEHHBIX», B KOHEUHOM UTOTE€ BEPHYJICS K
acepaM, IIOCKOJIbKY HaMEUYEHHbIE HMMHU MporpaMmMa M TakTHKa OOJbIIe, 4YeM
IIOCTYNAaTEIbHBIE JHECOBCKHE, OTBEYAJIM €ro IICUXOJOTHYECKOMY CKIAay H
npouuioMy noanosbimuka. H.IT. OranoBckuii, nepexons kK scepam yxe B 1917 r.,
PYKOBOJICTBOBAJICS «yTWJIMTAPHBIMIY» MOTHBAMH: OH PEIIMJI  OaJLIOTUPOBATHCS B
VYupeaurensHoe codpanue ot [ICP He u3-3a uaeu, a uz-3a 60JIBIINUX BO3MOXKHOCTEH,
KOTOPBIMM pacrnoJjiarajia KpynHeimas B Poccum mnaptus. B oTmimume oT HuUX
A.A. TuTOB, 3HAMEHHUTBHIM XHUMHK, B MOJIOAOCTH, pacmojaras COOCTBEHHBIMU
CpelICcTBaMH, OKa3bIBal TMOJJEPKKY dcepam-0oeBukaM, HO ¢ 1906 r. akTUBHO
BKJIFOUWJICS B IIOCTPOCHUE HAPOAHO-COLUMAIUCTAYECKOW IAPTUHM, CTAB OJHHUM U3
OCHOBATEJIEH €€ MOCKOBCKOW IPYTIIIBI.

Takum 00pa3omM, Ha Halll B3TJISJ, €CIM PAacCMATPUBATH IMOHSATHE «COLUATUCT-
PEBOJIIOLIMOHEP» KaK cOOMpaTesibHOE HAMMEHOBAHKE, O3HAYAIOIIee TPUHAIIIEKHOCTD
K Cpele, 3aHUMAIOLICNCS AKTUBHOM  OIMIO3MLIMOHHOM  JIESTEIBHOCTBIO U
MPUACPKUBAIOIICHCS COIMATIMCTUYECKUX YOEKIEHUN, TO TMPaBbIX HAPOIHUKOB
BIIOJIHE TTPABOMEPHO paccMaTpuBarh kak uiaeHoB IICP, HO eciin uMeTh B BUAY HX
YIEHCTBO B KOHKPETHOM MapTHUMHOM OpraHu3alud — TO BCE-TaKM HApOJHbIC
COLMAIIMCTHI 3CEPAMU CUUTATHCS HE MOTYT. TakK 4TO, B3BELINBAsA «3a» U «IIPOTUB» B
CY)KIEHUSAX O JEeHCTBUTEIHHOM YYacTHU OyIyIIMX HApOIHBIX COIMATIUCTOB B
ACEPOBCKOW MOJMTUYECKOM OpraHW3alMM, CTOUT, MOXKAIYW, NPUHAMAaTh B pPacyer
CBUJIETEIHCTBA COBPEMEHHUKOB, XOTSI T€ TAKKE MOTJIHU ObITh CYObEKTUBHBI, JIFOJIH C
TEUYEHHEM BPEMEHM M II0J BO3JICWCTBUEM 5SMOLMH  MOIVIM YTO-TO MEPEIyTaTh,

18 Hwut. no: Jleonoe M. . ITaptus conmanuctoB-peBoitonnoHepoB B 1905—-1907 rr. C. 240.
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3a0bITh, U3MEHUTh OTHOILLIEHUE K MPOUCXOIUBIIEMY TOJIbI Ha3ad U T.I. Y YMEPEHHBIX
HApOJHUKOB elle 10 Hayana [lepBoil pycckoil peBOJONUM ObLIM aMOUIIMU CO3/1aTh
COOCTBEHHYIO MapTUi0. BelpaxkeHue «Jipy3bs 10 HANpPABICHUIO», KOTOPOE
ynotpeossiiu 1 M.A. Hatancon, u A.B. IlemiexoHoB, U apyrue — moxaiyi, camoe
BEpHOE [UIsl XapaKTEPUCTUKHA B3aMMOOTHOIIEHHH 3CEpPOB M OYyIyIIMX 3HECOB.
Harancon cBuperenscTBOBan, 4YTO ujeHbl 3cepoBckoro LK  mpemnaranm
ITemexoHoBy, MsSKOoTMHY U AHHEHCKOMY BOWTH B uX LleHTpalbHBII KOMUTET,
«TalllWJIW» HMX B MAPTUI0, HO HEU3MEHHO HATaJKUBAJIUCh HAa OTKa3 (eme OJHO
J0Ka3aTeNbCTBO (HOPMAIbHOM HENPUYACTHOCTU TpaBbiX HapoaHukoB K [ICP!),
NPUYMHAMH  KOTOPOro OBUIM  pa3lpaXeHUE BEPXOBOJACTBOM  «IMUIPAHTOBY,
HECXOJCTBO  B3IJISIA0OB HA  arpapHbld  BOINPOC, HEAOBOJIBCTBO  KpaWHUM
PEBOJIIOLIMOHHBIM PAJUKAIM3MOM 3CEPOB M UX HAIEJIECHHOCTBIO Ha BOOPYKEHHOE
BoccTanue . Brmiote 10 komma 1905 T. neBbie u IpaBble HAPOJHUKUA COBMECTHO
pPEAAKTUPOBAIM PSAJ TNEPUOAUYECKUX M3JaHUM, B TOM uyucie razery «ChiH
OreuectBay. [1o cmoBam ogHOrO M3 crapeuinnH 3cepoBckoro «uexa» H.C. Pycanona,
OTJIMYHO 3HABUIETO MPAKTUYECKU BCEX BHUJHBIX IIPEACTABUTENICH HApPOIHUYECKOIO
Kpyra, yMEpPEHHBIE MCIIOJIb30BAIN JHOOYI0 BO3MOXKHOCTb, «YTOOBI BBIOPOCHUTH U3
CTaTell 3CEpOBCKHX aBTOPOB CJIOBAa W Ielible (pa3bl, Ka3aBIIMECS WM HEHYKHO
PE3KHMIN.

Korma nerom 1905 r. HacTynmiio BpeMsi KPECThIHCKUX BOJIHEHUM, HJICOJIOTH U3
«Pycckoro OorarctBa» oOKa3alnCh O3TUM BCTPEBOXKEHBI, B CBOMUX IyOJIMKaIMIX
IIPOTECTYS  IPOTHUB  ANOJMTUYECKOTO, TOYHEE, AaHApPXUYECKOIO  XapakTepa
KPECThSIHCKOTO  JBWXEHUS, TNPOTUB €ro TEHACHIMU Pa3pelluTh «CBOUMH
CpelCcTBaMK» TIpPOMAJHbIE M CIOXKHBIE BOMNPOCH.. EJMHCTBEHHBIM CpPEICTBOM
n30exarb MNaryOHbIX IOCJIEACTBUI TaKOro aHapxu3Ma OHHU BHUJAEIU BBEACHUE
KPECTBSIHCKOTO JABW)KEHUS B PYyCIIO TOCYJApCTBEHHOCTU. Tak IpaBble HApPOJHUKH
MOJIOKWJIM HAyaJlo MPOTHUBOMOCTABICHUIO COOCTBEHHOIO 3TaTHU3Ma 3CEPOBCKOMY
«HEIOBEpUI0 Oyp)Kya3HOMY TOCYJIapCTBY M MEPEOLEHKE XO35HUCKOro cow3a —
OGIIMHBI», KOPOYEe — MPOTHBOIOCTABICHUIO CBOEO MPOEKTA HAIMOHATH3ALH
ACEPOBCKOMY MPOEKTY COLUATU3ALINH.

B 1O xe camoe Bpems, K KOTOPOMY OTHOCAT IPEAIOJAracéMoe «3CEPCTBO»
YMEPEHHBIX HAapOAHUKOB, llemexoHOB, AHHEHCKHI M Jp. HE MEHEE TECHO, YEM C
paguKaliaMu, COTPYJIHUYAM C JuOepasibHOM onmno3unuer. OHU ydyacTBOBaIu B
«OCBOOOXK/IEHYECKOM» JIBUKEHUHM, CTPEMHUBIIEMCS OXBATUTh U OOBEIWHUTH BCE

Y JTeonos M. [TapTus conmanuctoB-peBotonnonepo B 1905-1907 rr. C. 197.

20 Pycanos H.C. 13 moux BociomuHanuid. CHoBa Ha Ponune // HUOP PI'b. @. 678. Kapron 1.
En. xp. 8. JI. 39.

2! [Tewiexonos A.B. Xpowwmka BHyTpemmeil xusuu // Pycckoe Gorarcto. 1905. Ne 6.
C.230-233.
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CHJIbI, TPOTHBOCTOSIBIIME camoiepxaBuio. Ha pyOGexke BEKOB COCTOSIOCH
3HakoMcTBO [lemexonoBa ¢ [1.H. MUITIOKOBBIM, KOTOPOE Ha MPOTSIKEHNUU JTONTHUX JIET
COMPOBOXKIANIOCH TITyOOKHMM B3aMMHBIM YBaXXEHUEM M CUMIIATHEH, YTO, BIPOYEM, HE
HCKJIIOYAJI0 Moa4ac OO0OIOJIHOM KPUTHUKH IO CHOPHBIM MOJUTHYECKUM BOIPOCAM.
[TouBo#t, ux cOMMKaBIIEH, ObUT KOHCTUTYLMOHAINU3M, K KOTOPOMY, B KOHEUYHOM
cyeTe, TATOTENM TMpaBble HeoHapoaHuku. B 1900 r. Ha omHOM u3 coOpaHMii
OMIMO3UIIMOHHON HMHTEJUIMTeHIUU MMUIIIOKOB MPEIOKUIT BeCTH 00pbhOy «HA TpaHu
JerajibHOCTUY». Mies KOHCTUTYIIMOHHOM MOHAapXuMh — JKeJaHHOW  (opMbI
roCyJapCTBEHHOrO  CTpOs s OOJIBIIMHCTBA  JIUOEpaNbHBIX  JesTeNen
(pecrryOIMKaHCKHE HACTPOCHUS CPEAr HUX OBLIM €Ie OYCHb CJIadbl) — HAXOMIACh
JOCTATOYHO JAJieKO 3a MpeAeraMu CcaMmoJiepkaBHOU yeranbHOcTH. [loaToMy mepen
KOHCTUTYLIHOHAJINCTAMU BCTaJ BOIPOC O MEPEXOJE K HEJIETaJbHbIM  METOJIaM
NEATETBHOCTH U O CO3/IaHUU MOJMOJBHON MTOTUTUYECKON OpFaHI/I3aI_[I/II/122. MuntokoBy
n IlemexoHoBy coOpaHueM OBLJIO TOPYYEHO MOATOTOBUTH MPOEKT «3aBOCBAHUS
KOHCTUTYIIMU», CBOETO POJia MPOrPaMMHOr0 JOKyMeHTa omnmno3utuu. [IpoekT 3T1oT,
no BociomuHaHusM [1.H. MumtokoBa, ObUT OTHUM M3 MEPBBIX MPOEKTOB OYIYIIEro
«Coro3a ocBobOoxkaeHus». [Ipu apecre MuitokoBa OH Momaia B PyKH KaHIapMOB,
KOTOpbIE€ OBLIM YIUBIEHBI «0€300UIHOCTBIO» JOKyMeHTa. Pacckas3biBas 00 3TOM,
MuUaokoB  XOTell TNOAYEPKHYTh CHOCOOHOCTh IlemexoHoBa K  pa3yMHOMY
OJIUTHYECKOMY KOMIpoMucey>. ITelexoHoB U 0COOEHHO AHHEHCKHIl CTapaiuch
COJIU3UTH HAPOJHUKOB C JTUOEpaIaMu, CUUTast, YTO U T€, U APYTUE JIBIKYTCS B OJTHOM
HAIIPABJICHHH «H TOJIBKO TOXOMIST 0 Pa3HBIX TOUCK» ",

Uro xkacaercs «CpiHa OteuecTBa», TO B HCTOPUYECKOW JIMTEpPATypE
pacnpocTpaHEeHO MHEHHE, OyATO 3Ta rasera 4yTh JIM HE C MEpPBOTO JHS CBOEIO
BO3pOXKJIeHUs Oblia 3a 3cepamu. Ha camom pene w3gaHue MEpenuio K 3cepaM BO
rnaBe ¢ B.M. UepHoBeiM smiib B 1905 r., B Hauane xe CBOEU JEATEIIBHOCTH OHO
nepxkanock monuTHaeckoit mmHun «lIpaBa»™. Kak pas B 9TO BpeMs B HeM
cotpynuuuanu auodepan N.B. T'eccen, spomtorimonHeie Hapoauuku H.D. AHHEHCKUi
n A.B. IlemexoHOB, KOTOpPBINA, MO MPU3HAHUIO YEpHOBA, BEN JKypHaJd C PEAKAM
ymernem”™. K Momenty, koraa «CbeiH OTe4ecTBa» OKOHYATEIBHO CTal ICEPOBCKHM
OpraHOM, pa3HOTIACUSI MEXKIY OyIyIIMMHU dHECAMH, C OJTHON CTOPOHBI, U dCEpamMu, C

22 Muny U.Y. Henponerapckue maptum Poccun. Ypok ucropun. Mocka: Meicib, 1984.
C. 34.

% Mumoxos I1.H. Hexponor Ha cmepts A.B. Ilemexonosa // ITocinennue noBoctH. Ilapmxk.
1933. 15 anpens.

24 ut. mo: Epoghees H.J{. HapoTHBIE COIMAIMCTHI B IIEpBOM pycckoid peBosroruu. C. 49,

2 [eccen U.B. B nByx Bekax. JKu3HeHHBI oTueT // ApxuB pycckoil peomouuu. T. 22.
Mocksa: Teppa; [lonutusaar, 1993. C. 188.

26 Cm.: Yepros B.M. Ctpanuis! u3 xu3nau A.U. I'ykosckoro // Bomst Poccnn. 1925, Ne 2. C. 91.
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JPYTOMH, YK€ pe3Kko 0003HAYMIINCH, TaK 4To [lemexoHoB Bpsia I MOT MyOJIMKOBAThH
CBOU IIPOTrPaMMHBIE CTATbU B 3CEPOBCKOM ra3eTe.

A.B. IlemexoHOB — MUHUCTp NPOJI0BOJILCTBUSL Bpemennoro npasurenscta (1917).
Hcrounnk: Www.hrono.ru (zara odpamienus: 15 centsiops 2021 r.)

A.B. ITemexonos, moptpet pabotsl FO.K. ApupiOyresa.
Hcroununk: Www.hrono.ru (zara obparenus: 15 centsiops 2021 r.)

3umoint  1905-1906 rr. B pOCCHUHCKON MOJIUTHYECKONW CpElEe COCTOSIIOCH
MHOKE€CTBO OpraHU3aIlMOHHBIX (opyMoB. I[IpakThueckn Bce 3aMeTHbIE Ha TOT
MOMEHT TMAapTUU BCEBO3MOXHBIX HWJICOJOTMYECKUX OPHUEHTAIMH — OT COILMal-
J€EMOKPATOB J10 KOHCEPBATOPOB — MPOBEIU HUX. ICEPHl K CBOEMY YUPEAUTEIBHOMY
ChE3y TOTOBUIIMCH OKOJIO MOJIyroja. JleneratoB BeIABUTAIA KOMUTETHI, B TOM YUCIIE
no pexkomenganuu [IK u OpranmsammonHoro Owopo maptuu. Bce BHyTpeHHHE
WJeliHbIe HalpaBlieHUs ObUIM TMPEACTABJICHBI, XOTS W HE MPOMOPIHUOHATIBEHO
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yAEIbHOMY Becy B mapTuu. B pabore che3na npussum ydactue 96 4eoBeK; BCe OHH
(burypupoBaiu B MPOTOKOJIAX MOJ] ICEBJOHUMAMHU.

29 nexabpst 1905 1. cbe3d, Ha KOTOPOM COCTOSUIACh JIOJTOXKJIAHHAS MapTHiTHAs
WHCTUTYLIMOHANM3alMs, OoTKpbuicss Ha Mmarpe (Punnsuaus), B orene «Typucry,
XO03MH KOTOPOTO CHUMIIaTU3UpoOBall 3cepaMm. Ha Bpems 3acenanuii Bce IBepU ObUIH
HarJIyX0 3aKpbIThl, a OKPYXaBIIMK OTENb CaJ U CamMoO 3JlaHWE HAXOAWIUCH O]
OXpaHOW OOEBHKOB, KOTOPBHIM OBLIO MPHUKA3aHO CTPEJATh 0€3 MpeaylpeXIeHUs B
1060€ MOCTOpOHHee Mo . OHAKO BCE MPOLILIO IIaIKO.

B xome paboTel cbhe3mga TpeaebHO KOHKPETH3WPOBAIUCH W OBUTH O3BYYCHBI
MpPOTPAaMMHBIE M TAKTUYECKUE PACXOXKJCHUSI MEXKAY PEBOJIOLMOHEpAMU U
neranucramu. Ha ¢opyM ObuM mpuriameHsl 4eThipe coTpyaHuka «Pycckoro
oorarctBa» — A.B. IlemexonoB (Typckuit), B.A. Mskotun (PoxnectBerckuii), H.®.
Annenckuii  (KopeneB) wu IL.®. SkyOoBuy (IICEBIOHMM HE YCTaHOBJICH).
B.M. YepHOB roBOpuiI, 4YTO Ha CHE3]l «MOXKHO CKa3aTh, Mbl UX MPUTAIIWIHA, IOTOMY
YTO OHM CAMH HE XOTEIHM TyIa eXaTh»’". Y Tak Ha3bIBaeMBIX «Ooraueii» (Ieeratos
ot «Pycckoro OorarctBay) He ObLIO MpaBa MPEACTaBUTENbCTBA (YTO caMo 1o cebe
CBUJICTEIBCTBYET 00 UX HEMPHUHAIJIEKHOCTU K MMAPTUHU), HO OHU OBUTM  BCTPEUCHBI
OYeHB PajIyIIHO ; OUYEBH/IHO, SCEPhl HAJCIINCH 3aIONyYHTh SIPKUX M H3BECTHBIX B
0OI1IeCTBEHHBIX KPYyTaX JIIOJIE B CBOI0 OPraHU3alIMIo.

H.®. Annenckuit. ®oro 1870-x rr.
Hcrounuk: Www.hrono.ru (nata obparenust: 15 centsiops 2021 r.)

21 Pycanos H.C. N3 moux Bocniomunanuii. CHoBa Ha Ponune // HUOP PI'b. ®. 678. Kapron 1.
En. xp. 8. JI. 53.

%8 [MokasaHus bo6posa (Harancona), bonbmoBa (PakutHukoBa), KyGoa (ApryHoBa),
Yepnona, bynakosa (Dongamunckoro), Mouceenko / TAP®. ®@. 1699. On. 1. /1. 130. JI. 145.

2 IMewexonos A.B. [Touemy mbI Toraa ynutu? // Pycckoe 6oratctBo. 1917. Ne 11-12. C. 328.
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OpHako BCKOPE CTaJI0 OKOHYATEIBHO SICHO, YTO AJIbIHCA HUKAK HE MOJTYYUTCS: 10
psAy NPUHUIMIUAIBHBIX BOIPOCOB MHEHUS «XO35I€B» U «TOCTEN», KAK U 0KUJAIIOCH,
HOLIUIM Bpa3pe3. Dcepbl 00CYK AU BO3MOKHOCTh KOHCIIUPATUBHOM NapTUH, IPaBbIe
HApOJHHUKHU — KaTETOPUYECKU OTBEpPralid Takyro (opMy NapTUHHOTO CYIIIECTBOBAHMUS,
TaK KaK CUMTAJIM €€ TYIHMKOM, U3 KOTOPOrO HEJb3sl BECTH HU padOTy C IIMPOKHUMHU
maccamu, HU OopbOy ¢ mpaBUTENbCTBEHHOU peakuuel. IIpencraBurtenn «Pycckoro
OorarcTBa» mpeayiarajiy co3JaTh JBE OPraHU3AlMU, Y KaXI0H U3 KOTOPBIX ObUIH Obl
CBOM TakTuueckue 3agaud. OJlHa, HOBasi OmKpwimas TAPTHs, NOCTPOEHHAas Ha
JEMOKpPaTUYECKUX Hayanax, ¢ MOJOTYETHOCTBIO U KOHTPOJEM, CUUTAIN OHH, ObLIA
Obl  crmocoOHAa  CIJIOTUTH  Macchl M, BO3MOXKHO, JaXe€ IPUOCTAHOBUTH
[PaBUTEIbCTBEHHYIO peaklnio. VIMEHHO OoHa cTaja Obl OCHOBHOM HapOJHUYECKON
CWJION Ha MOJIMTUYECKOW apeHe. [ caMmblX HCKIIIOUUTENBHBIX CIy4aeB OOpbOBI C
MOJIULIECKUM MPOU3BOJIOM, IO UX MHEHUIO, IOYCTUMO ObLIO OBl OCTaBUTH CTapylo
KOHCIIUPATUBHYIO OPraHU3allli0, TO3BOJISASL €d NMpU HEOOXOJUMOCTH BBINOJHATH
00eBble (DYHKIIHH.

Cpenu pneneratoB che3fga MpenaoxkeHue rpynnsl «Pycckoro 6GorarcTBay»
OTHOCHUTENILHO (OPMBI NIAPTUHU BBI3BAJIO Takoe Bo3MylleHue, uyto M. A. PybanoBuu
(nceBgonum — IlleBnu) HazBanm MsakoTuHa JmOepasioM (IO APYTUM HCTOYHUKAM,
noynubepanom) . MSIKOTHH OTOPOIIE OT HAHECEHHOTO €My OCKODPOJICHHUS, BCKOUMT
C MecTa U noTpedOBajl HEMEIJIEHHOro u3BMHEHudA. I[locne mnpenuparenscTB
PyOaHoBWY W3BMHMIICS, B3sUlI CBOM cJioBa OOpaTHO, W BHELIHE WHUUACHT ObUI
ucuepnad. OJHAKO y»K€ MHOTO JHEH CHyCTs Ha 3acelaHusax penakuuu «Pycckoro
OoraTcTBa» MSKOTUH IPOJ0JIKAT BO3MYILATHCS:

Kakne sro ToBapumm? PasBe Tak ¢ ToBapuuiaMu MONEMU3ZHPYIOT?.. OCMENUTHCS

CKa3aTb, YTO MbI HC COLIMAJIMCTBI, @ TaK, KaKHC-TO JII/I6epaJII/IHIKI/I, " TOJIBKO IIOTOMY,

. 1
YTO HE 00KMMCS Ha KaXKJI0M 1ary 0opbr0ooi Kaccos!

Becp 93TOT »2mu304 MOKa3bIBAET OTHOLIEHWE TOTNAIIHUX COLHAIHNCTOB K
UC0JOTrMYECKUM KJIUILE: PEBOJIIOIIMOHEP — 3BaHME MOYETHOE, Trudepasl — 0ObIBaTENb
Y TIOJIUTUYECKUN MTpHUCTIOcO0IeHell. 3HAYUT, aTTeCTalMsl «IMOepabHbIe HAPOTHUKN,
JaHHAsl HECaM IM03Ke OTEYECTBEHHOW UCTOpHOrpadueil, SBHO HE MpHILIach Obl UM
0 AyLIe.

[Ipoune pazHoOrIacuss HApPOAHUKOB Ha yupeautenbHoM cbe3fe [ICP nocum
YaCTHO-UJICOJIOTUYECKUH XapaKkTep. Dcepbl OTCTAUBAIN HEOOXOAUMOCTh HEMPEMEHHO
BIIUCATh B TporpamMmy TpeOoBaHue pecnyOnuky; mpencraButenu «Pycckoro

%0 JTeonos M.U. [TapTus cormanuctoB-peBotonnonepo B 1905-1907 rr. C. 244.
31 Pycanos H.C. 3 monx BocriomuHanuii. CHosa Ha Poune / HUOP PI'B. ®. 678. Kapros 1.
En. xp. 8. JI. 67-68.
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oorarctBa» HSTOT MyHKT KaK pa3 HE CUMTaIM  CYIIECTBEHHBIM, MPEIIOKHUB
JIbTEPHATUBHYIO (DOPMYJIHPOBKY — «HApOJOBIIACTUEY, KOTOpasi, KAK OHU YBEPSUIH,
HE OrpaHUYMBAET BbIOOpa (POPM rocynapcTBa CO CHPABEIMBBIM, 1EMOKPATUUECKUM
obmiecTBeHHBIM cTpoeM. HemesieHHoe ke TpeGoBaHUE pecIyOJMKH, IO MHEHHUIO
B.A. MskoTuHa, B yCIOBHUSIX OCOOCHHOCTEM MHPOBOCIPHUSITHS PYCCKOH IEpEeBHU
OTJANSET MAPTHIO OT KH3HEHHOM paboTHI .

Kpome Toro, scepoB BO3MyTHJIO IIPEHEOPEKEHUE TOCTEN I€IEHUEM MPOTPaMMBbI
HA «MHHUMYM» U «MakcuMyM». llocinegHue ke cuuTanM pasyMHBIM B
OOLIECTBEHHOM pa3BUTHH HE CKa4KOOOpPA3HOCTb M HAJPBIB, a IIOCIENOBATEIBHOE,
YHOOPSIAOUYEHHOE  JIBMOKEHWE, IMPUBOJAINEE B  pe3yslbTaTe K KauyeCTBEHHBIM
MU3MEHEHMAM, U Ha3bIBAJIM TAKOW ITOAXOJ KakK pa3 TOM CaMOl PEBOJIIOLMOHHOCTBIO,

KOTOpOfI 9CCPLI HC KCJIAIOT B HUX IIPU3HABATD.

Hama IIporpaMma, B OTIHMYHC OT C.-I., PCBOJIIOINHOHHA HC TOJBKO B KOHCYHOM

ITYHKTC, HO 1 Ha BCEM MPOTAKCHUU ITYTU K COLIUAIIN3MY, U €€ HCJIb3s ACIIMTH Ha ABC

33
qacTu , —

3asBu1 B.A. Msakotus. He nojnepsanu mpaBble HAPOJHUKHU U 3CEPOBCKOIO MPOEKTA
COLMANM3alMi 3€MJIA — €1Ba JIM HE IJIaBHOIO IIyHKTa HpOrpaMMbl NapTHH,
MO3ULIMOHUPOBABLIEH ce0s Kak KpecThsHCKas. X coOCTBEHHOE BHJIEHUE PEIICHUS
arpapHoro Bompoca B Poccum — HanumoHanmusanus — IPEACTaBIAIOCh UM IOpaszo
00J1ee KOHKPETHBIM U ONPEEIIEHHBIM, YEM 3CcepOBCKoe. ['0cy1apcTBO — UCTIBITAHHBIN
BPEMEHEM M TIOHATHBIA BCEM MHCTUTYT, QIbTEPHATUBBI KOTOPOMY B JENE
panuoHaIU3auuu O0IECTBEHHOM KU3HM /10 CUX NOp He npuaymano. C mukBuganuen
YacTHOW COOCTBEHHOCTH JIMIIb OHO CITOCOOHO, MPHU YCIOBUM €0 COLMATMCTHYECKON
peOopraHu3anyy, LEHTPAIU30BAHHO PACHOPSKATHCA 3EMEIBHBIMA pPECYpCaMHu M
YCIICIIHO BECTU CIPABEUIMBYI0 arpapHyl0 M COLHAIBHYIO MOIUTUKY. [Ipu sTOom
«rOCYJITapCTBEHHAsA COOCTBEHHOCTb», «HALMOHATU3UPOBAHHAS COOCTBEHHOCTH
JOJIKHBI OBUTM TTOHMMAThCSl KaK «HApoJHasi COOCTBEHHOCTH». ['ocyaapcTBy NOJKHA
ObL1a MpUHAJUIEkKATh BEPXOBHAsI COOCTBEHHOCTh Ha 3€MIIIO; MOJIb30BAHUE K€ 3eMIlel
ObUIO 3a TPYASAIIMMUCS, ONMIKalIIee pacrnopsyKeHUE OTAaBajJOCh KOHIIEHTPUYECKON
JNIECTHHIIE MECTHBIX COM030B'. BBIPa3HINM HEIOBOIBCTBO BCEPOBCKHM IMPOECKTOM
npeacraButTenu «Pycckoro 6oraTcTBa» M B YacTH IJIaHA OCYLIECTBIIEHUSI arpapHbIX
npeobpazoBanuii. [IpoBenenue 3emenbHOM pedopmsbl, nokaseiBaa H.D. AHHEHCKUH,
HE MOJKET WATH IyTeM 3aXBaTOB U MapTU3aHCKOW O0opbObl. Ee MoXeT ocyliecTBUTH

32 [TapTuss coumannucToB-peBONIONMOHEPOB. JlOKyMeHTBI M Marepuansl: B 3 1. T. 1:
1900-1907 rr. / aBTrOp mpeawciioBusi, BBeAcHHsS W KomMeHTapweB H.J[. EpodeeB. Mocksa:
POCCIISH, 1996. C. 287.

33 [ewexonos A.B. [Touemy mbI Torga yuum? C. 334.

3 [TapTus conumanucToB-peBomonnoHEPOB. [JJokymenTsl u Marepuansl. 1900-1907 rr. C. 285.
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JUIIb HApOJHAs BOJIA HCKIIOYMTEIBHO NPABOBBIM IIyTEM, XOTS, IPU3HAI OpPaTOp,
3axBaThl CBOMM JIaBJIEHHMEM Ha OOIIECTBEHHOE MHEHHE MOTYT MpUOJIU3UTH
HACTYIUIEHHE TAKOIO MOMEHTA.

CaMbIM SIpKMM YYaCTHHKOM Che3fa, Mo cBHaeTenbcTBY M.B. Bumnska, Obut
scepoBckuid uueosnor B.M. YepHoB, BbICTynaBmuid 1o nceBAOHUMOM TyukuH. OH
mokasax cebs MAacTepoM KOMIPOMHCCOB. OHAKO ero JMIIOMATHYECKHH TalaHT
oKazajcs OeccuieH mepes peuieHueM rpymmsl «Pycckoro 6OorarctBa» mNO3IHUM
BeuepoMm 31 nexabpst 1905 r. MOKMHYTH ChE3 M TaKUM OOpPa3OoM OKOHYATEIHHO
pa3zopBaTh CBS3HM, TATOTUBLIME, MO-BUAUMOMY, 00€ cTopoHhbl. [lo3xxe B.M. UepHoB
Ha3Basl OoJbmIoi omuoOkoi [lemexoHoBa u MSKOTHHA pEIICHHE OCHOBATH CBOIO
HNapTUIO, TaK Kak, IO €r0 MHEHMIO, Y HUX HE ObUIO HEOOXOAUMBIX JJISl TOrO KauyecTB.
KoneuHo, 31ech He 0001L10CH 6€3 00UbI U MOJIUTUYECKON PEBHOCTH, OTPA3UBLINXCS
Y Ha JAJbHEUIINX B3aMMOOTHOIIEHUAX HAPOJIHUYECKUX JINJIEPOB.

B.M. YepHoB — nmunep IlapTuu connanmucToB-peBOIIOIUOHEPOB.
Hcroununk: Www.hrono.ru (nara odpamienus: 15 centsiopst 2021 r.)

Ha3Banue «HapoJHbIE COLMAIUCTBD) MOSBUIIOCH B KYPHAIMCTCKOM Cpele yXKe B
1905 r. OHO pJOMKHO OBUIO OTpPaXkaTh HAPOAHUYECKYIO IPEEMCTBEHHOCTb,
MPUBEP)KEHHOCTh COLIMAIMCTUYECKOMY HJ€aly M BHEKJIACCOBBIA XapaKTep HOBOIO
TOJMTHYECKOr0 TedeHHs . Kak M Bce MpouYMe POCCHHCKHE MAPTHUH, HAPOIHO-
colMajrcTUYecKas Obljla CO37aHa «CBEPXY», a €€ Cyry0O MHTEJUIMTeHTCKHUM cOCTaB

» Pycckoe 3apyOexxbe. 3ojoras KHMra SMHUTpaluu:  1mepBas TpeTb XX — Beka:
SHIMKIIONEMUECKUil Ouorpaduueckuil cioBapb / oTBeTcTBeHHBIH pemakTop H.M. Kanumesa.
Mocksa: POCCIISH, 1997. C. 686.

3 TpynoBas HapoaHo-conuanucTuyeckass maptusi. JJOkyMeHTbl U MaTepuaibl / COCTaBUTENN
A.B. Ceimuenko, K.H. Mopo3zos. Mocksa: POCCII3H, 2003. C. 492—-493.
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emie 0oJiee MOTYEPKUBAI AHATIOTHYHYIO YEPTY POCCHUICKON MapTHUITHO-MTOJIUTUYECKON
cuctemsl. [1o cBunerensctBy A.®D. [lemexoHoBOH, «Bech HOSOPH U ekadpsr 1905 T.
y A.B. [[lemexoHoBa] MpoILIu B HANPSX)KEHHON M aKTUBHOM padoTe Mo opraHu3aluu
HapOJHO-COLUAINCTUIECKON HapTI/II/I)>37. N3  coxpaHuBIIEWCA  NEPENUCKHU
B.A. Msaxotura u B.M. CemeBckoro BuaHO, 4TO TiepBas mosoBuHa 1906 T. ObLTA
NOCBAIIICHA NESITEJIBHOCTH B TOM JKE€ HANpPABICHUU, KOTOpas OKa3alach OYECHBb
HEMPOCTOI : HeiiHas CIaKEHHOCT MOIUTHYECKOTO KOCTAKA «PyccKoro 6orarcTaay
He GbLTa a6COTIOTHON  , ¥ BHYTPH HETO IOI4AC BCIIBIXUBAIM CTPACTHBIE Criopbl” . He
BCE COWIN YAAYHBIM W HA3BAaHHE «HAPOIHO-COLMAINCTHICCKAsD . OIHAKO padoune
MOMEHTHI ~HE  TIOMEIIAJd  3aBEPIIUTh  mporecc  (HOPMUPOBAHHS  HOBOU
HEOHApPOJHUYECKOM TMapTHUH, 3aHABUIEM B TNOJUTHYECKOM crekTtpe Poccun
JIEBOLICHTPUCTCKYIO MO3ULHUIO.

OdurmanbHbIM 3asBIGHHEM O BBIXOJIE€ Ha IMOJUTUYECKYIO apeHy Poccuiickoit
MMIICPHH TPYHOBOH (HAPOIHO-COLHATHCTUYECKOH) MApTHH - CTan BBIIYCK B
ceHtssOpe 1906 1. mepBoro mporpaMMHOro mnaptuiiHoro OroyuieteHs «HapoaHo-
coLUaIICTHIeCKOe 0603peHuey. K HOsIOPIo, Koria mapTus Oblia KOHCTHTYHpOBaHa',
MpoiiAs peructpauuio B JlemapraMeHTE MOJUMUIMUA M TPOBEAS YUYPEIUTEIBHYIO
KOH(EpEHIIUIO, T/Ie ObLIM MPUHSTHI €€ MPOorpaMmMa U yCTaB, OHa HaCUUTHIBAJIA OKOJIO
2 TBHIC. YEJIOBEK B 56 MECTHBIX OTJENCHUSX. B OpraHn3allMOHHBI KOMUTET BOIILIA
17 uenoBek: H.®. Annenckuii, JI.JI. benya, M.B. bepenmram, B.I'. boropas (Tan),
C.A. EmnateeBckuit, J.K. 3abonorneiii, @.J[. Kprokos, H.M. Jlyryrus,
B.A. Msxotun, A.b. Ilerpumes, A.B. IlemexonoB, A.A. Poxme, H.M. PozaHoB,
B.U. Cemesckuii, A.A. Turos, B.1. Yapronyccknii, H.H. IlIautHukos™,

3 [Mewexonosa A.d. Buinoe (Bociomunanus 06 A.B. Ilemexonose) / HUOP PI'b. ®. 225.
K. 1. 1. 65. JI. 50.

% IMucema B.A. Mskoruna B.H. Cemesckomy // ApxuB Poccuiickoil akajgeMun Hayk (Janee —
Apxus PAH). ®. 489. Om. 3. /1. 501. JI. 96-98, 100-102.

¥ Mucema Koposnenko B.I'. // HUOP PI'b. ®. 135. Pazn. |l . Kapron 36. En. xp. 10. JI. 45-47.

0 ITewexonos A.B. TluceMa K Pozenbepry B.A. 1897, 1902-1905 // HUOP PI'b. ®. 251.
Kapron 18. En. xp. 33; Ilewexonoe A.B. Boiina m Hamm 3amauu. Crates. 1904. KoppekrypHbie
muctsl // HUOP PI'b. @. 225. Kapron 1. Ex. xp. 2; [Iucema Koponenko B.I'. // HUOP PI'b. @. 135.
Pazn. Il. Kapron 36. Exn. xp. 10. JI. 50.

* Tpymosas HapogHO-conmanucTHyeckas naptus. JJokyMenTs! u Matepuansl. C. 492-493.

*2 TakoBo GbLIO O(HIMATEHOE HA3BAHWE OPraHW3AIKH. B JAHHOM CIlydae CIIOBO «TPYIOBas»
O3Ha4yaJI0 XapakTep MapTUH, OPUEHTUPOBAHHOW Ha JIFOJEH TpyAa, KOTOPBIA XOTEIH MOAYEPKHYTh
OpPraHu3aTOpPbl, a HE MPUYACTHOCTh K HAPOIHO-COLUATUCTUYECKON mapTuu Tpy1oBO# rpymnimbl, Kak
B 1917 r. (npum. asmopa).

8 Jleonos M.H. HapoanuuectBo B MapTHHBIX K OOIIECTBEHHBIX OTHOUIEHMSX pyOexka
XIX-XX BB. // Hapoguuku B uctopuu Poccuu: MexxBy30BCcKHi COOpHUK Hay4HBIX TPpyAOB. Boim. 3 /
peaxosuterus: I'.H. MokuuH (oTBeTCTBEHHBIN penakTop) u ap. Boponex: Ucroku, 2019. C. 151.

* Cxema oprammsanmu TpyaoBoil  (HapoAHO-coLmMamucTHyeckoi) maptun // Hapommo-
conuamuctuueckoe ooo3penue. 1906. Bem. 1. C. 15-16.
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[Mpomacosa O./1. K Bonpocy 0 pasmexeBaHUn HEOHAPOAHNYECKOI Cpebl 1

ccnepnosaxus .
06pa3oBaHNK HAPOAHO-COLMANMCTYECKON NapTUM

3akiroueHue

Jlymaercsi, IpU4acTHOCTh YMEPEHHBIX HAPOJHHUKOB B IIEPBBIE roAbl XX BEKa, 10
X COOCTBEHHOH MapTU3alUH, K 3cepaM MOXKHO OOBSCHUTH CIEAYIOLIUM 00pa3zoMm.
[TonmuTudeckuii TemrepaMeHT HACTOMYMBO 3BaJl UX HCKaTh cdepy MPHIOKEHUs
sHepruu. COOCTBEHHYIO OpraHU3allMOHHYI0 HUIIY C€O3JaTh MOXHO ObUIO (U
HOJyYyWJIOCh) JIMIIb TOI/A, KOrja IPOU30ILIIO HACTOSIIEE arperupoBaHUE
IPaBOHAPOJHUYECKUX CHJI, CPOPMHUPOBAICS KPYTI €AMHOMBIIIJIEHHUKOB — TO €CTh K
1905 romy. Mo »storo B pamkax penmakuuu «Pycckoro OorarctBa» Oynyuiue
HApOJHBIC COLMATUCTHI 3HAKOMUINCH MEXAY COOOM, «IPUTUPATUCEHY IPYT K APYTY,
yumiics 'y H. K. MuXaloBCKOTO M APYrUX 3BOJIIOUMOHHBIX HAPOJHUKOB CTapIIETO
IOKOJIEHUsI, BbIPAOAThIBAIM COOCTBEHHBIM TMOJUTHUYECKUNA BKYC, B TOM 4YHCIE
OTHOILIEHHE K MeToAaM OOpbOBI 3a CBOM H€ajibl. B OOJIBIIMHCTBE CBOEM HEABHUE
MPOBUHIIMAJBI, OHU TMOCTENEHHO NPHOOIIAIUCh K CTOJUYHOM OOIIECTBEHHO-
MOJIUTUYECKON JIEATENIbHOCTH, HWMes TJaBHBIM MNPOPECCUOHAIBHBIM 3aHSATUEM
nyomuuuctuky. Kak moauTMkaM Ha TNEpBBIX MOpaXx KM HEOOXOAMMO ObLIO
OPUMKHYTh K KOMY-TO, KTO 00Jiee MOAXOJIMJI UM IO BO33PEHHUSM U OTHOLIEHUIO K
CYILLECTBYIOLIEMY IOPSAKY Benieil. ToMy mokasarenaem CiayKUT COTPYJHUYECTBO U C
aubepanaMu, W C PEBOJIOUMOHHBIMM HapOAHUKAMH. JleATenbHOCTh MOCHEIHHUX
OKazajiach 0oJiee SIpKOM M TPOMKOM, MO3TOMY OpraHU3al[MOHHBIE CBA3U C 3CEpaMu
ObUIM TUIOTHEE, Ja W Wu3BeCTHbl Jyuine. OObEeNMHANIA BCEX HEOHAPOJHUKOB
COLMAINCTUYECKAS] HUACOJOTHSA; MO pPAxy HPUHUUIHMAIBHBIX BOIPOCOB B3IJISAIBI
IPaBbIX U JIEBBIX ObUIM BecbMa OnM3KU. Eciu ke roBOPpUTH O HAPOAHBIX COLUAINCTAX
KaK O HEKOTJa IPaBO3CEPOBCKON «(hpakUuK», OTKOJOBIICIHCS OT MapTUU Ha Che3Je,
TO HYXHO, YTOObI OHa XOTSI Obl KOJMYECTBEHHO MOIJIa MOAXOAMUTH MOJ CTaTycC
¢bpakuuun. Mexny TeM HMEH JI0Jel, 0 KOTOpBhIX JOCTOBEPHO H3BECTHO, YTO B
MOJIOJOCTH OHM HMMeNu HenocpeactBeHHoe oTHowmeHue k [ICP, a 3arem cramm
HHECaMH, Ha caMoM jieJie Majio. Peub 00bIYHO HIET 0 OYAyLIUX JIHJIepax U UIe0JIorax
HCII A.B. Ilemexonore, B.A. Mskotune, H.®. AnHeHckoM (KOTOpOTro, Kak ObLIO
CKa3aHo, ¢ JmbepasiaMu OOBEAUHSIIO OOJIbIIEE, YEM C 3CEPAMH), HO CTOPOHHUKOB
OHM 3a CcOOOM yBECTH HE MONNIM MO TPUYMHE OTCYTCTBUS TaKOBBIX:
€IMHOMBILIUICHHUKN K HUM CTaJld NMPUCOECIUHATHCS MO3XKeE, KOTJa y HUX Oblia yxKe
coOcTBeHHass mapTuiiHas  opranuzanus. (CregoBaTelbHO,  YTBEPXKIEHUE O
CaMOCTOSITEJIbHOCTH MOSIBJICHUS HapOIHO-COLIMATTUCTUYECKON napTHH
IIPEICTABIISIETCS] OCHOBATEIbHBIM M JIOTUYHBIM.

) L) )
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Introduction

The Narodnik or populist movement of Russian socialism has traditionally been
of great interest to researchers. In the post-Soviet period, its study gained particular
relevance because it was the Populists who put a number of proposals on the agenda
of the democratic renewal of Russia in the early 20" century, these proposals being
quite up-to-date even now. Among them are problems of the relationship between the
state, law, and citizens (an issue that is currently being discussed within the discourse
on civil society and the rule of law), violence and nonviolence in the exercise of
power and the process of political struggle, social solidarity, the education of civil
law awareness and human consciousness, etc. The neo-populist parties (the Socialist-
Revolutionaries and the Popular Socialists) paid close attention to the search for
solutions to these questions both in their programs and in their actual political
activities. “Socialism with a human face” was the model to which both revolutionary
and evolutionary Populists aspired, although the ways of achieving this model and the
nature of the guiding organization (party) differed significantly in their points of
view.

The problem of the formation of neo-populist political parties, which played a
significant, even key role in the Russian revolutions, i1s not yet “closed” even
considering the amount of studies devoted to this question. The reason for this is the
great diversity of organizations that were united in the early 20" century into a single
Socialist-Revolutionary movement, and, as a consequence, the multiplicity of tactical
and ideological nuances within this united environment. Of particular interest is the
guestion of the independence of the origin of the Popular Socialist Party that was
officially registered with the Police Department in the fall of 1906.

The historiography of the Popular Socialist Party dates back no more than half a
century. Soviet historians neatly followed Lenin’s instructions, who did not regard
the Labor Popular Socialist Party (the NSP) as an independent political force.
Therefore, before the 1970s, they had not paid any special attention to this “petty-
bourgeois” organization. The few mentions of the party or its individual figures
implied (again, as proof of lack of independence) that the Popular Socialists were the
right wing of the Socialist-Revolutionaries, had left the party because of political
caution and indecision, and therefore deserved even less respect than the Socialist
Revolutionary Party (the SRs). The conviction that the NSP was a pseudo-socialist
organization without its own political face led Soviet historians to the conclusion that
the activities of the Popular Socialists were doomed to failure both in theoretical and
practical spheres. Nevertheless, from the late 1970s, studies on the Popular Socialists
and the Labor Group known as the Trudoviks began to appear. Such studies were
valuable from a factual point of view and provided future support for further works of
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the period of ideological pluralism.* N. Erofeev was the first scholar to draw attention
to the Popular Socialist Party as an organization worthy of special study,
characterizing it without the usual condemnation and arrogance dictated by the
officious line regarding any non-Bolshevik parties.> However, most publications on
non-proletarian parties quite often used such terms as “collapse,” “bankruptcy,” and
“failure” to evaluate the results of their activities. The genre of political portrait,
which would have allowed showing the Populists (and not only them) in a personal
dimension, was hardly ever used.

This situation began to change noticeably only in the post-Soviet period. The
process of studying the political doctrine of the Labor Popular Socialist Party became
more active. Scholarly biographies of the leaders of the moderate Neo-Populism
began to appear. In the literature of the last decade of the 20" century, we can
observe not only a revision of earlier trends but also a growing interest in the role and
place of the party in the political history of the country between 1906 and 1917,
which were now recognized as quite notable and worthy. Gradually, the attention of
researchers also shifted to the research of parties in general. In this case, parties were
seen as components of the Russian multiparty system. Getting rid of tendentiousness,
scientific works of that time became much more objective and the analysis presented
in them became much more multidimensional. The Labor Popular Socialist Party
“found” its own historiographers and was seen as an independent, distinctive, and
quite influential subject of political life in revolutionary Russia.®> Among the
researchers of the Socialist Revolutionary Party who showed interest in the topic of

1 G.D. Alekseeva, Populism in Russia in the 20™ century. Ideological evolution [in Russian]
(Moscow: Nauka, 1990); V.N. Ginev, Struggle for the Peasantry and the crisis of Russian Neo-
Populism. 1902-1914 [in Russian] (Leningrad: Nauka: Leningradskoe otdelenie, 1983);
V.G. Khoros, Populist ideology and Marxism in the late 19" — early 20" century [in Russian]
(Moscow: URSS, 2021).

2N.D. Erofeev, Popular Socialists in the First Russian Revolution [in Russian] (Moscow:
MGU, 1979).

% A.Yu. Suslov, Russian Socialists after October 1917 in Russian historiography [in Russian]
(Kazan: KNITU, 2013); A.V. Sypchenko, The Popular Socialist Party in 1907-1917 [in Russian]
(Moscow: ROSSPEN, 1999); A.V. Sypchenko, The Labor Popular Socialist Party: theory and
practice [in Russian] (Samara: SGPU, 2004); A.V. Sypchenko, “Popular Socialists and Terror” [in
Russian], Memorial, accessed May 5, 2021, http://memo.ru/history/terror/sypchenko.htm;
E.N. Ioganson, “V. Myakotin: A Historian and a Popular Socialist” [in Russian], Svobodnaya Mysl',
no. 4 (1993): 107-17,; M.N. Moseikina, “The Labor Popular Socialist Party in contemporary
Russian historiography” [in Russian], Vestnik RUDN. Seriya: Istoriya Rossii, no. 1 (2009): 47-60;
O.L. Protasova, A.V. Peshekhonov: The man and the era [in Russian] (Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2004);
O.L. Protasova, Activists of democratic socialism in the context of the political culture of Russian
society of the first quarter of the 20" century: A monograph [in Russian] (Tambov: TGTU, 2017);
et al.
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the division of the Neo-Populists into two different competing parties in the early
20™ century, one should definitely distinguish M. Leonov.”

As for foreign historiography, the NSP has not been the object of its special
attention. Rare mentions could be found only in the context of its interaction with the
Socialist-Revolutionaries (the SRs), a major and influential organization that attracted
European and American researchers with its democracy, unfulfilled potential, and
tragic fate.”

Main Body

The emergence of the first Socialist-Revolutionary organizations dates back to the
mid-1890s. The name “Socialist-Revolutionaries” they adopted meant continuity and
kinship with the Populists (the Narodniks) of the 1870s. As a rule, they tried to avoid
using the word “Narodnik™ because it was not considered an honorable name at that
time. Marxism was more popular. It had come from Europe and in the eyes of the
younger generation it was associated with progressive ideas and the expectation that
Russia would inevitably join the family of the advanced countries of freedom and
democracy. For the future Neo-Populists, however, Marxism did not look like a
universal doctrine, primarily because of its class separatism. In contrast to Marx’s
followers, they believed that it was unfair to divide the workers into segments that
were more or less useful to the revolution. In the 1890s, there was a serious
ideological struggle between the Populists and supporters of Marxism. To a large
extent, this fact contributed to the future self-determination of politically active
members of the 1860s—-1880s generation.

On the eve of the 20™ century, the ranks of the Socialist-Revolutionaries were
rather heterogeneous, and so were their views, which were an eclectic mix of both
classical and revised Marxism and Populism. The influence of Marxism was
expressed in the fact that the Populists’ hopes for the emancipation of Russia in the
late 19" century were primarily connected with the proletariat rather than the
peasantry. It was believed that the proletariat was more organized and conscious and
therefore more capable of absorbing the new ideas broadcasted through propaganda

* M.I. Leonov, The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries in 1905-1907 [in Russian] (Moscow:
ROSSPEN, 1997).

*M. Hildermeier, Die Sozialrevolutionire Partei Russlands. Agrarsozialismus und
Modernisierung im Zarenreich (1900-1914) (Koln: Bohlau Verlag, 1978); M. Hildermeier,
“Revolution und Revolutionsgeschichte”, in Die Umwertung der sowjetischen Geschichte,
ed. D. Gayer (Ko6ln: Bohlau Verlag, 1991), 32-53; M. Hildermeier, “Arbeiterschaft und politische
Radikalisierung in der Revolution 1905-1907,” Geschichte und Gesellschaft, Bd.16 (1990):
512-35; A. Geifman, Thou Shalt Kill. Revolutionary terrorism in Russia, 1894-1917 (Princeton,
NJ: Princeton University Press, 1995); H. Immonen, The agrarian program of the Russian
Socialist-Revolutionary Party, 1900-1914 (Helsinki: Finnish Historical Society, 1988).
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and agitation. However, there were also supporters of the “rural” line who believed it
necessary to give more attention to political and educational work among the
peasantry.® Political downtroddenness, poverty, ignorance, and the fact that they were
spread over vast territories did not allow the peasantry to become a full ally of the
Socialist-Revolutionaries at the moment. However, it was still seen as having a
revolutionary potential. In order to develop it, the party planned to propagate among
the peasantry the ideas of socialism and especially of political freedom.’

In general, at the beginning of the 1900s, the name “the Party of Socialist-
Revolutionaries” was a collective name and did not strictly limit the circle of the
followers of a single unified political line. The organization lacked a concept, a
charter, and a program that which would be shared by all of its members.

The work of the Socialist-Revolutionaries in this direction intensified in 1902.
The way towards the creation of a unified concept was extremely difficult and
painful. The SRs could not find a compromise on a number of key issues: on terror,
including the agrarian sphere (the so-called land grabbing), on the socialization of
land, on the need to divide the program into “a minimum program” and “a maximum
program,” on the attitude to Marxism, etc. During the two following years (1902—04),
the newspaper Revolutsionnaya Rossiya [Revolutionary Russia], which received the
status of the central organ of the Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, gradually set out
a coherent theoretical concept of the party. It can be said that this particular periodical
played a key role in consolidating the party ranks. The motivation to the
consolidation of the Socialist-Revolutionaries was also provided by the speeches of
the Social Democrats and then the Liberals.

The party was formed according to Russian classical models, “from above”: at
first the central organizations were established and then the local groups were
formed. There were no elected bodies, no charter, and no membership criteria. The
ties between the center and the periphery were not smooth. As for the number of
organizations, M. Leonov provides the following figures: there were 28 organizations
in 1902 and 74 in 1904.% The Socialist Revolutionary Party was primarily represented
by the intelligentsia, although there was also a number of workers and peasants. By
the way, the issues of expanding the social composition of the Party were of great
concern to its activists. Starting from 1902, peasant communities and unions, groups
of students and soldiers were formed.’

® Leonov, The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, 24.

” Leonov, The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, 24.

® Leonov, The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, 37.

¥ M.1. Leonov, Left-wing Populism at the beginning of the proletarian stage of the Liberation
Movement in Russia [in Russian] (Kuibyshev: Kuibyshevskii gosudarstvennyi universitet, 1987),
57.
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The moderate, evolutionary wing of Russian Populism was represented by the
Popular Socialists (commonly known as the NSs). In the autumn of 1906, they were
officially registered as the party of the same name (the Labor Popular Socialist Party
(the NSP) after the merger with the Trudoviks in July 1917). It existed in Russia from
1906 till 1920; in emigration, till 1940 at the latest. The representatives of this party
are sometimes referred to as Liberal Populists because of the nature of their preferred
methods of political struggle and similarity of their views on a number of issues to
those of the Liberals.

There is an opinion, which was supported by official Soviet historiography, that
the Popular Socialists were none other than the right wing of the Socialist-
Revolutionaries, who at a certain point separated themselves from the party.’® The
sources of the Popular Socialists, however, contradict this assertion, but it should be
admitted that this opinion is rather reasonable. The reasons for the emergence of this
version are clear. Firstly, Soviet historical science, oriented towards studying the
major parties whose defeat was credited to the Bolsheviks, following Lenin’s
estimations, called the Popular Socialists “the Kadets in disguise” or “the Mensheviks
gravitating to the SRs,” etc., and did not perceive them as an independent political
phenomenon and “associated” them either with the Kadets or, even more frequently,
with the Socialist-Revolutionaries. Secondly, close contacts in the publicist activities
and the provision of conspiratorial services to the Socialist-Revolutionaries by some
future Popular Socialists gave reasons to believe that the latter could also be
considered members of the Socialist-Revolutionary Party by default. Such an
assumption is only conditionally possible because the Socialist Revolutionary Party
had not been formalized at that time. Those who were considered members of the
Socialist Revolutionary Party had neither membership cards nor formal obligations to
the party. Nor were any statistical records kept about the party activities. Party
membership could be expressed simply “by the fact” of sympathies and support (for
example, in the same way as in some modern Western countries: whoever voted for a
party in the last election could be considered a member).'* Such an approach is
justified for amateurs, as it gives an idea of the inter-party closeness of the Populists,

19 5oviet Historical Encyclopedia [in Russian], vol. 16 (Moscow: Sovetskaya entsiklopediya,
1976), 597

' M.A. Natanson characterized the situation with the membership in the Socialist
Revolutionary Party as follows: “How were the members accepted? Those who were considered to
be good men were accepted.” (“Sudebno-sledstvennaya komissiya TsK PSR po delu E. Azefa”
[Judicial and Investigative Commission of the Central Committee of the PSR in the case of
E. Azef]. Perepletennye tetradi s pokazaniyami, otpechatannymi na mashinke Bobrova (Natanson)
[Bound notebooks with typewritten testimonies of Bobrov (Nathanson)]. F. 1699, op. 1, d. 123, I. 4.
Gosudarstvennyi Arkhiv Rossiiskoi Federatsii [State Archive of the Russian Federation], Moscow,
Russia.)

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2022. Vol. 6, no. 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 955



Protasova, O.L. On the separation of Neo-Populists and the formation

Research of the Popular Socialist Party

but it is too simplistic and generalized for professional. The instances of the right-
wing Populists’ assistance to the Socialist-Revolutionaries reveal their sympathy for
many of the views and actions of an ideologically close organization at the time when
they themselves were searching for their own political direction. This direction did
not exclude an alliance with the Socialist-Revolutionaries, but not on terms dictated
by the latter. A. Peshekhonov and V. Myakotin, the leaders of the future NSP, took
part in the discussion of the program draft for the Socialist-Revolutionary Party and
were going to present their own version. There are other arguments in favor of the
affiliation of the future Popular-Socialist activists with the Socialist-Revolutionaries,
for example, the words of V. Zenzinov:

In addition to Lassalle and Jaurés,*? we then had another remarkable speaker in our
party — Benedikt Alexandrovich Myakotin, who later left our party to join the new
party formed in 1906, the Popular Socialist Party.*®

V.A. Myakotin
Source: www.hrono.ru, accessed September 15, 2021

According to The Department for Protecting the Public Security and Order (the
Guard Department or Okhrana), Peshekhonov and Myakotin were members of the
St Petersburg Committee of the Socialist Revolutionary Party.** V. Chernov insisted

12 The text mentions Socialist-Revolutionaries who resembled the French socialists of the same
names to their fellow party members. I. Fondaminskii (pseudonym Bunakov) was called Lassalle
and N. Avksentiev was called Jaures.

3 V.M. Zenzinov, What I lived through [in Russian] (New York: Izdatel stvo imeni Chekhova,
1953), Khronos, accessed September 15, 2021, http://www.hrono.ru/libris/lib_z/ zenzin04.html

1«0 pomoshchnike prisyazhnogo poverennogo L've Zeilikove Franke” [About Assistant
Attorney at Law Lev Zeilikov Frank]. F. 102, DP OO, op. 228, 1898, d. 80, I. 144. GAFR.

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2022. Vol. 6, no. 3
956 ISSN 2587-8344 (online)



Protasova, O.L. On the separation of Neo-Populists and the formation
of the Popular Socialist Party Research

that both of them “at the time considered themselves members of our party.”™

N. Avksentiev, M. Natanson, S. Sletov, and N. Rusanov stated the same.
P. Milyukov had a similar opinion."” It is possible, of course, that the latter did not go
into the nuances of internal socialist relations from the “outside,” from the liberal
point of view, and perceived all Socialists-Populists, so to speak, in a generalized
way. At that time, the SRs were the only populist party known to their
contemporaries. Accordingly, all the processes related to the Populist community
were associated with the Socialist Revolutionary Party.

The strongest denials of the right-wing Populists’ affiliation with the SRs, which
over the years became even stronger, were voiced by A. Peshekhonov. For example,
in 1906 he described the Socialist-Revolutionaries as “friends in terms of political
direction” with whom there was just disagreement on organizational matters. In 1917,
he wrote: “Although not formally part of the Socialist Revolutionary Party, Myakotin
and | were close to it almost from the moment of its emergence.” In 1924, he stated
the following: “I did not belong to the Socialist Revolutionary Party and have never
been in obligatory relations with it.”*® Years later, the relationships among the
Populists became less and less close, but this did not mean that Peshekhonov was
lying. There is indeed no documentary evidence that he or his associates from the
Russkoe Bogatstvo were members of the Socialist Revolutionary Party. One more
piece of evidence of the party “autochthony” of the evolutionary Populists is the fact
that the memoirs of the alleged fellow party members, with the exception of the
aforementioned V. Zenzinov, neither contain such attributions as “Socialist-
Revolutionary Peshekhonov,” “Socialist-Revolutionary Myakotin,” nor describe any
other organizers of the NSP as Socialist-Revolutionaries. At the same time, it is
common knowledge that, for example, V. Chernov joined the Socialist Revolutionary
Party back in the 1890s. and N. Avksentiev, M. Vishnyak, A. Gots, the above-
mentioned V. Zenzinov and others joined the Socialist Revolutionary Party in the late
1890s — early1900s (we know all the details of them joining this organization, their
doubts and internal compromises from their own memories), and these persons were
those who became the right wing of the party. For some Populists, the choice of a
party was not quick and easy. For example, P. Yakubovich (Melshin), a Russian
writer and poet, the author of the memoir about penal servitude V mire otverzhennykh

> A.V. Peshekhonov, “My relationship with Azef” [in Russian], Revolyutsionnaya Rossiya,
no. 33-34, 1924, 14.

1 N.S. Rusanov, “Iz moikh vospominanii. Snova na Rodine” [From my memories. A return to
the homeland]. F. 678, karton 1, ed. khr. 8, I. 54. Nauchno-issledovatel’'skiy otdel rukopisei
Rossiiskoy gosudarstvennoi biblioteki [Research Department of Manuscripts of the Russian State
Library] (NIOR RGB), Moscow, Russia.

7 p.N. Milyukov, Memoirs [in Russian], vol. 1 (Moscow: Sovremennik, 1990), 273.

18 Cited in Leonov, The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, 240.
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[In the World of the Outcast], eventually returned to the SRs because their program
and tactics suited his psychological nature and his past as a member of the
underground more than the program and tactics of the Popular Socialists.
N. Oganovskii, who changed his party affiliation and joined the SRs as late in 1917,
was guided by “utilitarian” motives. He decided to run for the Constituent Assembly
on behalf of the Socialist Revolutionary Party not because of his ideas but because of
the greater opportunities that Russia’s largest party could offer. In contrast, A. Titov,
a famous chemist who supported the SR Combat Organization with his own money in
his young years, started taking an active part in the development of the Popular
Socialist Party and become one of the founders of its Moscow group.

Thus, in our opinion, if we consider the term “socialist-revolutionary” as a
collective term used to denote belonging to the community engaged in active
opposition activities and having socialist convictions, it is quite reasonable to
consider the right-wing Populists as members of the Socialist revolutionary Party.
However, if membership in a particular party organization is implied, the Popular
Socialists cannot be considered Social-Revolutionaries. When weighing the pros and
cons in judging the actual participation of the future Popular Socialists in the
Socialist-Revolutionary political organization, it is probably worth considering the
evidence of contemporaries, even though such evidence could also be subjective
because in the course of time and under the influence of emotions, many people
might have confused or forgotten something, changed their attitude to what was
happening years ago, etc. The moderate Populists had ambitions to create their own
party even before the First Russian Revolution. The expression “friends in terms of
political direction,” used by M. Natanson, A. Peshekhonov and others, is perhaps the
truest description of the relationship between the Socialist-Revolutionaries and the
future Popular Socialists. Natanson testified that members of the Socialist
Revolutionary Central Committee offered Peshekhonov, Myakotin and Annenskii to
join their Central Committee and almost “dragged” them into the party, but were
consistently refused (another proof of the formal non-involvement of the right-wing
Populists in the Socialist Revolutionary Party!). The reasons for that were irritation
with the superiority of the “emigrants,” different views on the agrarian question,
dissatisfaction with extreme revolutionary radicalism of the Socialist-Revolutionaries
and their focus on armed rebellion.™ Until the end of 1905, both the left-wing and the
right-wing Populists jointly edited a number of periodicals, including the newspaper
Syn Otechestva [The Son of the Fatherland]. According to N. Rusanov, one of the
“elders” of the Socialist-Revolutionaries who knew practically all the prominent
members of the Populist circle, the moderate Populists took every opportunity “to

1% Leonov, The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, 197.
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remove words and phrases that seemed unnecessarily harsh from the articles written
by Socialist-Revolutionaries.”®

When peasant unrest started in Russia in the summer of 1905, the ideologists of
the Russkoe Bogatstvo were alarmed. In their publications, they protested against the
apolitical or, more specifically, the anarchic character of the peasant movement and
against its tendency to solve huge and complicated issues “by its own means.” They
saw the only means of avoiding the pernicious consequences of such anarchism in
introducing the peasant movement into the mainstream of statehood. Thus, the right-
wing Populists began to oppose their own étatisme to the SR’s “distrust of the
bourgeois state and re-evaluation of the economic union — the community.”*" In short,
they opposed their project of nationalization to the project of socialization of the
Socialist-Revolutionaries.

At the same time, to which the alleged “Socialist-Revolutionary course” of the
moderate Populists is attributed, Peshekhonov, Annenskii and others collaborated
with the Liberal opposition no less closer than with the Radicals. They participated in
the “liberation” movement, which sought to embrace and unite all the forces that
opposed the autocracy. At the turn of the century, A. Peshekhonov met P. Milyukov.
For many vyears their relations were accompanied by deep mutual respect and
sympathy, which, however, did not sometimes exclude mutual criticism on
controversial political issues. The subject that brought them closer was
constitutionalism, which, in general, was close to all right-wing neo-Populists. At one
of the meetings of the intelligentsia belonging to the opposition in 1900, Milyukov
proposed to fight “on the verge of legality.” The idea of constitutional monarchy (the
desired form of government for most liberal activists at the time because republican
sentiments among them were still very weak) was far beyond the limits of autocratic
legality. Therefore, the constitutionalists faced the question of adopting the illegal
methods of activity and creating an underground political organization.” Milyukov
and Peshekhonov were instructed by the meeting to prepare a project for “winning
the constitution,” a kind of a program document of the opposition. According to
P. Milyukov’s memoirs, this project was among the first projects of the future Union
of Liberation that was later founded in St Petersburg. When Milyukov was arrested,
this document got into the hands of the gendarmes, who were surprised by its
“harmlessness.” Speaking about this, Milyukov wanted to emphasize Peshekhonov’s

2ON..S. Rusanov, “Iz moikh vospominanii. Snova na Rodine” [From my memories. A return to
the homeland]. F. 678, karton 1, ed. khr. 8, I. 39. NIOR RGB.

21 A.V. Peshekhonov, “Chronicle of inner life” [in Russian], Russkoe bogatstvo, no. 6 (1905):
230-33.

22 ].1. Mints, Non-proletarian parties in Russia. A history lesson [in Russian] (Moscow: Mysl',
1984), 34.
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ability to make reasonable political compromises.”® Peshekhonov, and especially
Annenskii, tried to bring the Populists closer to the Liberals, believing that both of
them were moving in the same direction “only reaching different points™ along the
way.**

As for the newspaper Syn Otechestva, there is a widespread opinion in historical
literature that this periodical belonged to the Socialist-Revolutionaries almost from its
very first day. In fact, it went to the Socialist-Revolutionaries headed by V. Chernov
only in 1905. Right in the beginning of its work, it adhered to the political line of the
right wing.”® Liberal 1. Gessen and evolutionary Populists N. Annenskii and
A. Peshekhonov collaborated with it at that time and, according to Chernov, ran the
newspaper with rare skill.?*® By the time Syn Otechestva finally became the SRs’
organ, the differences between the future Popular Socialists and the Socialist-
Revolutionaries had become obviously clear, which is why Peshekhonov could
hardly publish his articles in the SRs’ newspaper.

A.V. Peshekhonov, Minister of Food of the Provisional Government (1917)
Source: www.hrono.ru, accessed September 15, 2021

2 p.N. Milyukov, “Obituary for the death of A.V. Peshekhonov” [in Russian], Poslednie
novosti, Paris, April 15, 1933.

24 Cited in Erofeev, Popular Socialists in the First Russian Revolution, 49.

2% |.V. Gessen, In two centuries. The account of my life [in Russian], Archive of the Russian
Revolution, vol. 22 (Moscow: Terra; Politizdat, 1993), 188.

26 See V.M. Chernov, “Pages from the life of A.L. Gukovskii” [in Russian], Volya Rossii, no. 2
(1925): 91.
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A.V. Peshekhonov, portrait by Yu.K. Artsybushev
Source: www.hrono.ru, accessed September 15, 2021

In the winter of 1905-06, many organizational forums took place in the Russian
political environment. Practically all of the notable parties of the time of all possible
ideological orientations, from the Social Democrats to the Conservatives, held such
forums. The Social-Revolutionaries had been preparing for their founding congress
for about six months. The delegates were nominated by committees; some of them,
on the recommendation of the Central Committee and the Organizational Bureau of
the Party. All internal lines of political thought were represented, although not in
proportion to their specific weight in the party. The congress was attended by 96
people. All of them appeared in the minutes of the sessions under pseudonyms.

On December 29, 1905, the congress where the long-awaited party
institutionalization took place opened in Imatra (Finland) at the Tourist hotel, the
owner of which sympathized with the Socialist-Revolutionaries. During the sessions,
all doors were locked and the garden surrounding the hotel and the building were
guarded by militants who were ordered to shoot without warning at any unauthorized
person.”” However, everything went smoothly.

During the work of the congress, the differences in the party’s program and
tactics between the revolutionaries and the legalists were concretized and voiced out
by the participants in the congress. Four employees of the Russkoe Bogatstvo were
also invited to join the forum, namely A. Peshekhonov (Turskii), V. Myakotin
(Rozhdestvenskii), N. Annenskii (Korenev), and P. Yakubovich (pseudonym not
established). V. Chernov stated, “One could say we almost dragged them to the

T'N.S. Rusanov, “Iz moikh vospominanii. Snova na Rodine” [From my memories. A return to
the homeland]. F. 678, karton 1, ed. khr. 8, I. 53. NIOR RGB.
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congress because they did not want to go there.”?® The so-called People of Wealth
(delegates from the Russkoe Bogatstvo, literally the Russian Wealth) did not have the
right of representation (which indicates that they were not considered to be members
of the party), but they were received very cordially.” Obviously, the SRs hoped to
involve the Dbright people who were well-known among the public into their
organization.

N. Annenskii. Photo taken in the 1870s
Source: www.hrono.ru, accessed September 15, 2021

However, soon it became clear that no alliance was possible: the opinions of the
“hosts” and the “guests” on a number of fundamental issues, as expected, appeared to
be were completely different. The SRs discussed the possibility of a conspiratorial
party, while the right-wing Populists categorically rejected this form of party
existence because they considered it a dead end from which work with the broad
masses and struggle against governmental reaction could hardly be possible. The
representatives of Russkoe Bogatstvo suggested founding two organizations, each of
which would have its own tactical objectives. They believed that one on them, a new
open party, built on democratic principles, with accountability and control, would be

28 “Pokazaniya Bobrova (Natansona), Bol'shova (Rakitnikova), Kubova (Argunova), Chernova,
Bunakova (Fondaminskogo), Moiseenko” [Testimony of Bobrov (Natanson), Bolshov (Rakitnikov),
Kubov (Argunov), Chernov, Bunakov (Fondaminskii), Moiseenko]. F. 1699, op. 1, d. 130, I. 145.
GAFR.

29 A.V. Peshekhonov, “Why did we leave then?” [in Russian], Russkoe bogatstvo, no. 11-12
(1917): 328.
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able to unite the masses and perhaps even suspend the government’s reaction. It
would be the main populist force in the political arena. For the most exceptional cases
of fighting police brutality, it would be acceptable to keep the old conspiratorial
organization, allowing it also to perform certain combat functions when necessary.

The proposal of the Russkoe Bogatstvo group on the form of the party caused
such indignation among the delegates to the congress that I. Rubanovich (pseudonym
Shevich) called Myakotin a Liberal (according to other sources, a semi-Liberal).®
Myakotin was taken aback by the insult, jumped up from his seat, and demanded an
Immediate apology. After some quarreling, Rubanovich apologized, took back his
words, and the incident seemed to be over. However, many days later, at the meetings
of the editorial board of Russkoe Bogatstvo, Myakotin continued to express
indignation:

What kind of comrades are they? Is that how you argue with comrades? They dare
to say that we are not socialists, but petty liberals, and this is only because we do
not swear at every step by the class struggle!®

This episode shows the attitude of the socialists of that time to ideological
clichés: a revolutionary is an honorary title and a liberal means a philistine and
political opportunist. So, the attestation “liberal Populists,” given to them later by
Russian historiography, clearly would not have been to their liking.

Other disagreements of the Populists during the founding congress of the
Socialist Revolutionary Party were of a private ideological nature. The SRs defended
the necessity of definitely including the demand for a republic into the party program.
The representatives of Russkoe Bogatstvo, in their turn, did not consider this point
essential and proposed an alternative formulation — “grassroots democracy,” which,
as they asserted, did not limit the choice of forms of state with a fair, democratic
social system. According to V. Myakotin, the immediate demand for a republic in the
conditions of the peculiar worldview of the Russian village would have distanced the
party from its fundamental work.*

In addition, the Socialist-Revolutionaries were outraged by the guests’ neglect of
the division of the program into “a minimum program” and “a maximum program.”
The guests, however, considered it reasonable for social development to be
characterized by a consistent, orderly movement resulting in qualitative changes

%0 |_eonov, The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, 244.

31 N.S. Rusanov, “Iz moikh vospominanii. Snova na Rodine” [From my memories. A return to
the homeland]. F. 678, karton 1, ed.khr. 8, Il. 67-68. NIOR RGB.

%2 The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries. Documents and materials [in Russian], vol. 1,
1900-1907, with a foreword, introduction and commentary by N.D. Erofeev (Moscow: ROSSPEN,
1996), 287.
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rather than by unevenness and agitation and referred to this approach as that very
“revolutionism” that the SRs did not want to recognize in them. V. Myakotin
declared:

Unlike the program of the SRs, our program is revolutionary not only in the final
point but all along the road to socialism and it cannot be divided into two parts.®

Nor did the right-wing Populists support the SRs’ project of socialization of land,
one of the main points in the program of the party that actually positioned itself as a
peasant party. Their own vision of a solution to the agrarian question in Russia —
nationalization — seemed to them much more concrete and definite than the Socialist-
Revolutionaries’ approach. The state was a time-tested system that was clear to
everyone and there had been no alternative to it in the cause of rationalizing social
life so far. When private property was abolished, only the state, subject to socialist
reorganization, was capable of centralized land management and could successfully
pursue a just agrarian and social policy. At the same time, ‘“‘state property” and
“nationalized property” were to be understood as “people’s property.” The state was
to have supreme ownership of land; the use of land was to be left to workers; the
immediate disposition was to be given to the concentric system of local unions.* The
representatives of the Russkoe Bogatstvo expressed their dissatisfaction with the draft
prepared by the SRs in the part of the plan of agrarian reforms. N. Annenskii tried to
prove that the land reform could not be carried out by force of arms and by guerrilla
struggle. It could be carried out only by the will of the people and exclusively
through legal means. However, as he admitted, “land grabbing” with its pressure on
the public opinion could actually bring that moment closer.

According to M. Vishnyak, the most brilliant participant of the congress was the
SR ideologist V. Chernov, who spoke under the pseudonym Tuchkin. He proved to
be a master of political compromise.* However, his diplomatic talent was powerless
against the decision of the Russkoe Bogatstvo group to leave the congress late in the
evening on December 31, 1905, and thus to finally break any connections that
apparently were burdensome for both sides. Later, V. Chernov called Peshekhonov’s
and Myakotin’s decision to found their own party a big mistake because, in his
opinion, they did not have any necessary qualities for that. Of course, there was an

%3 peshekhonov, Why did we leave then?, 334.

% The Party of Socialist-Revolutionaries, vol. 1, 285.

% N.I. Kanishcheva, ed., Russian diaspora. The golden book of emigration: The first third of
the 20™ century: An encyclopedic biographical dictionary [in Russian] (Moscow: ROSSPEN,
1997), 686.
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element of resentment and political jealousy there, which were reflected in the further
relations between the Populist leaders.

V. Chernov, leader of the Socialist Revolutionary Party
Source: www.hrono.ru, accessed September 15, 2021

The term “Popular Socialists” appeared in journalistic circles as early as in 1905.
It was intended to reflect the continuity of closeness to the people, commitment to the
socialist ideals, and the non-class nature of the new political movement.® Like all
other Russian parties, the Popular Socialist Party was created “from above”; its
membership mostly included representatives of the intelligentsia, which even more
accentuated a similar feature of the Russian party-political system. According to
A. Peshekhonova, “A.V. [Peshekhonov] passed the whole months of November and
December of 1905 in active tireless work on the organization of the Popular Socialist
Party.”" From the surviving correspondence between V. Myakotin and V. Semevskii,
it is clear that the first half of 1906 was devoted to the activities in the same direction,
which proved to be far from easy.* The ideological coherence of the political core of
Russkoe Bogatstvo was not absolute,* and as a result, passionate disputes arose every

% A.V. Sypchenko and K.N. Morozov, comps., The Labor Popular Socialist Party. Documents
and materials [in Russian] (Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2003], 492-93.

3 AF. Peshekhonova, “Byloe (vospominaniya ob A.V. Peshekhonove)” [Bygone times
(Memoirs of A.V. Peshekhonov)]. F. 225, k. 1, d. 65, I. 50. NIOR RGB.

38 |etters of V.A. Myakotin to V.1. Semevskii. F. 489, op. 3, d. 501, II. 96-98, 100-102. Arkhiv
Rossiiskoi akademii nauk [Archives of the Russian Academy of Sciences] (Arkhiv RAN), Moscow,
Russia.

% Letters of V.G. Korolenko. F. 135, razd. 11, k. 36, ed. kh. 10, Il. 45-47. NIOR RGB.
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now and then.*® Also, not everyone believed that the name “Popular Socialists” was a
good one.* However, such working moments did not prevent the completion of the
process of forming a new Neo-Populist party, which took a center-left position in the
Russian political spectrum.

The publication in September 1906 of the first party program bulletin Narodno-
socialistheskoe obozrenie was an official declaration of the entry of the Labor
(Popular Socialist) Party into the political arena of the Russian Empire was.” By
November 1906, when the party was finally constitutionalized,* registered at the
Police Department and held its constituent conference where its program and charter
were adopted, it had included about two thousand people in 56 local branches. The
organizing committee consisted of 17 persons: N. Annenskii, L. Benoit,
M. Berenshtam, V. Bogoraz (Tan), S. Elpatievsky, D. Zabolotnyi, F. Kryukov,
N. Lutugin, V. Myakotin, A. Petrishchev, A. Peshekhonov, A. Rode, N. Rozanov,
V. Semevskii, A. Titov, V. Charnolusskii, and N. Shnitnikov.*

Conclusion

We believe that the association of the more moderate Populists with the Socialist-
Revolutionaries in the early years of the 20" century before their own party was
formed can be explained as follows. Their political temperament urged them to seek a
sphere for the application of their energy. It was thinkable (and proved to be possible)
to create their own organizational niche only when the right-wing Populist forces had
become truly aggregated and a circle of like-minded people had been formed, that is
by 1905. Before that, the future Popular Socialists got to know each other in the
editorial board of Russkoe Bogatstvo, got “adapted” to each other, learned from
N. Mikhailovskii and other evolutionary Populists of the older generation, and
developed their own political taste, including the attitude to the methods of struggle
for their ideals. Most of them were provincials, so they gradually joined the capital’s

%0 A.V. Peshekhonov, Letters to VV.A. Rosenberg. 1897, 1902-1905. F. 251, karton 18, ed. khr.
33. NIOR RGB; A.V. Peshekhonov, “Voina 1 nashi zadachi. Stat'ya. 1904. Korrekturnyye listy”
[War and our tasks. An article. 1904. Proof sheets]. F. 225, karton 1, ed. khr. 2. NIOR RGB; Letters
of V.G. Korolenko. F. 135, razd. 11, karton 36, ed. khr. 10, I. 50. NIOR RGB.

*1 Sypchenko and Morozov, The Labor Popular Socialist Party, 492-93.

*2 That was the official name of the organization. In this case, the word “labor” meant the
character of the party oriented towards the people of labor, which the organizers wanted to
emphasize rather than affiliation with the Popular Socialist Party of the Labor Group, as in 1917.

* M.I. Leonov, “Populism in party and public relations at the turn of the 19" — 20" centuries’
[in Russian], in Populists in the history of Russia: An inter-university collection of scientific works,
is. 3, ed. G.N. Mokshin; et al. (Voronezh: Istoki, 2019), 151.

* “Organization chart of the Labor (Popular Socialist) Party” [in Russian], Narodno-
sotsialisticheskoe obozrenie, no. 1 (1906): 15-16.
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socio-political activities, journalism being their main professional occupation. As
politicians, in the beginning they had to join someone who would be more suitable
for their views and attitudes towards the existing order of things. This is illustrated by
their cooperation with both the Liberals and Revolutionary Populists. The activities
of the latter were much more vivid and loud, which is why their organizational ties
with the SRs were tighter and better known. All Neo-Populists were united by
socialist ideology. On a number of principle questions, the views of the right-wing
and the left-wing Populists were very close. If we talk about the Popular Socialists as
a right-wing socialist faction that broke away from the party at the congress, we must
assume that it could qualify for the status of a faction at least in term of its quantity.
Meanwhile, the names of the people who are known to have been directly related to
the Socialist Revolutionary Party in their young years and then became Popular
Socialists are actually few. This usually refers to the future leaders and ideologists of
the Popular Socialist Party, namely to A. Peshekhonov, V. Myakotin, and
N. Annenskii (who, as it has already been mentioned, was much closer to the Liberals
than to the SRs). However, they could hardly take their supporters with them due to
the absence of them: like-minded people began to join them later, when they had
formed their own party organization. Consequently, the assertion that the emergence
of the Popular Socialist Party was independent appears to be sound and logical.

Cnucok JimTeparypbl

T'unee B.H. boppba 3a KpecTbsIHCTBO M KPU3UC PYCCKOro HeoHapoaHuuectBa. 1902-1914 rr.
Jlennnrpan: Hayxka,1983. 335 c.

Epoghees H./[. HaponHble coluanucTsl B epBoi pycckoil peBomtonnu. Mocksa: MI'Y, 1979.
192 c.

3ensunos B.M. Tlepexuroe. HL}O-PIOpIC UsnarenscrBo nM. Yexosa, 1953. 418 c.

Jleonos M.M. HaponHuuecTBO B NapTUHHBIX U OOILECTBEHHBIX OTHOLIEHUSAX pyOexa
XIX-XX BB. // Hapoauuku B uctopuu Poccun: MeXBY30BCKHI COOPHUK HAy4HBIX TPYAOB. Bbim. 3/
peaxosuterusi: I.H. MoxkumuH (oTBeTCTBEHHBIM penakrtop) u ap. Boponex: Wcroku, 2019.
C. 146-161.

Jleonoe M.H. Tlaptus conumanucroB-peBontononepos B 1905-1907 rr. Mocksa: POCCIIOH,
1997. 512 c.

Munroxkos I1.H. Bocnomunanusi: B 2 1. T. 1. Mocksa: CoBpemennuk, 1990. 448 c.

Muny U.1. Henponerapckue naptuu Poccun. Ypok ucrtopun. Mocksa: Meicis, 1984. 566 c.

[TapTust coumanucToB-peBOMIONMOHEPOB. JlokymeHTs! © Martepuansl: B 3 1. T. I:
1900-1907 rr./ aBrop mnpenucioBusi, BBemeHuss u komMmeHTapueB H.J[. EpodeeB. Mockga:
POCCIISH, 1996. 686 c.

Ilewexonos A.B. Tlouemy Mbl Toraa ynum? // Pycckoe 6oratctBo. 1917. Ne 11-12. C. 325-340.

Ilpomacos JI.I'., [Ipomacoea O.JI1. Haponusie cormanuctsl // Poguna. 1994. Ne 10. C. 76-81.

Ilpomacoea O.JI. A.B. IlemexonoB: Yenosek u snoxa. Mocksa: POCCIIOH, 2004. 240 c.

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2022. Vol. 6, no. 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 967



Protasova, O.L. On the separation of Neo-Populists and the formation

Research of the Popular Socialist Party

Pycckoe 3apy0Oexbe. 30510Tast KHUTA SMHUTPAIIW: TIepBas TPETh XX BEKa: SHIMKJIONEINYECKUMA
ouorpaduyeckuii cioBapb / orBercTBeHHBIM penmaktop H.M. Kanumesa. Mocka: POCCIIOH,
1997. 742 c.

Coserckasi ucropuueckast suuukionenus: B 16 t. T. 16. Mocksa: CoBeTckasi SHIIUKIONEUS,
1976. 509 c.

Cuinuenxo A.B. Hapoano-counanuctuyeckass naptuga B 1907-1917 rr. Mocksa: POCCIIOH,
1999. 247 c.

Cuinuenko A.B. TpynoBas HapoJHO-COLMANNCTUYECKasl apTus: Teopus U npakrtuka. Camapa:
CI'T1Y, 2004. 516 c.

TpynoBas HapoAHO-COLMATUCTHYCCKAsT TapTus. JIOKyMEHTbI M MaTepuajibl / COCTaBUTEIH
A.B. Ceimuenko, K.H. Mopo3os. Mocksa: POCCIIOH, 2003.624 c.

Immonen H. The agrarian program of the Russian Socialist-Revolutionary Party, 1900-1914.
Helsinki: Finnish Historical Society, 1988. 169 p.

Geifman A. Thou Shalt Kill. Revolutionary Terrorism in Russia, 1894-1917. Princeton (N. J.):
Princeton University Press, 1995. 388 p.

Hildermeier M. Arbeiterschaft und politische Radikalisierung in der Revolution 1905-1907 //
Geschichte und Gesellschaft. 1990. Bd.16. S. 512-535.

Hildermeier M. Die Sozialrevolutionare Partei Russlands. Agrarsozialismus und
Modernisierung im Zarenreich (1900-1914). Kéln: Bohlau Verlag, 1978. 458 S.

Hildermeier M. Revolution und Revolutiongeschichte // Die Umwertung der sowjetischen
Geschichte / Hrsg. von D. Gayer. Koln: Bohlau Verlag, 1991. S. 32-53.

References

Erofeev, N.D. Narodnye sotsialisty v pervoi russkoi revolyutsii [The Popular Socialists in the
First Russian Revolution]. Moscow: MGU, 1979. (In Russian)

Geifman, A. Thou Shalt Kill. Revolutionary terrorism in Russia, 1894-1917. Princeton, NJ:
Princeton University Press, 1995.

Ginev, V.N. Bor'ba za krest'yanstvo i krizis russkogo neonarodnichestva [Struggle for the
peasantry and the crisis of Russian Neo-Populism. 1902-1914]. Leningrad: Nauka: Leningradskoe
otdelenie, 1983. (In Russian)

Hildermeier, M. “Arbeiterschaft und politische Radikalisierung in der Revolution 1905-1907.”
Geschichte und Gesellschaft, Bd.16 (1990): 512—-35.

Hildermeier, M. Die Sozialrevolutiondre Partei Russlands. Agrarsozialismus und
Modernisierung im Zarenreich (1900-1914). KoIn: Bohlau Verlag, 1978.

Hildermeier, M. “Revolution und Revolutionsgeschichte.” In Die Umwertung der sowjetischen
Geschichte, edited by D. Gayer, 32-53. K&In: Bohlau Verlag, 1991.

Immonen, H. The agrarian program of the Russian Socialist-Revolutionary Party, 1900-1914.
Helsinki: Finnish Historical Society, 1988.

Kanishcheva N.I., ed. Russkoe zarubezh'e. Zolotaya kniga emigratsii: pervaya tret' XX veka:
entsiklopedicheskii biograficheskii slovar' [Russian diaspora. The golden book of emigration: The
first third of the 20" century: An encyclopedic biographical dictionary]. Moscow: ROSSPEN, 1997.
(In Russian)

Leonov, M.I. “Narodnichestvo v partiinykh 1 obshchestvennykh otnosheniyakh rubezha
XIX-XX vv.” [Populism in party and public relations at the turn of the 19" — 20" centuries]. In
Narodniki v istorii Rossii: mezhvuzovskii sbornik nauchnykh trudov [Populists in the history of

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2022. Vol. 6, no. 3
968 ISSN 2587-8344 (online)


http://docs.historyrussia.org/ru/indexes/values/87133
http://docs.historyrussia.org/ru/indexes/values/87133
http://docs.historyrussia.org/ru/indexes/values/87133
http://docs.historyrussia.org/ru/indexes/values/87133
http://docs.historyrussia.org/ru/indexes/values/87133

Protasova, O.L. On the separation of Neo-Populists and the formation
of the Popular Socialist Party Research

Russia: An inter-university collection of scientific works], is. 3, edited by G.N. Mokshin; et al.,
146-61. Voronezh: Istoki, 2019. (In Russian)

Leonov, M.I. Partiya sotsialistov-revolyutsionerov v 1905-1907 [The Party of Socialist-
Revolutionaries in 1905-1907]. Moscow: ROSSPEN, 1997. (In Russian)

Milyukov, P.N. Vospominaniya [Memoirs], 2 vols., vol. 1. Moscow: Sovremennik, 1990. (In
Russian)

Mints, I.I. Neproletarskie partii Rossii. Urok istorii [Non-proletarian parties in Russia. A
history lesson]. Moscow: Mysl', 1984. (In Russian)

Partiya sotsialistov-revolyutsionerov. Dokumenty i materialy [The Party of Socialist-
Revolutionaries. Documents and materials], 3 vols., vol. 1, 1900-1907, with a foreword,
introduction and commentary by N.D. Erofeev. Moscow: ROSSPEN, 1996. (In Russian)

Peshekhonov, A.V. “Pochemu my togda ushli?” [Why did we leave then?]. Russkoe bogatstvo,
no. 11-12 (1917): 325-40. (In Russian)

Protasov, L.G., and O.L. Protasova. “Narodnye sotsialisty” [The Popular Socialists]. Rodina,
no. 10 (1994): 76-81. (In Russian)

Protasova, O.L. A.V. Peshekhonov: Chelovek i epokha [A.V. Peshekhonov: The man and the
era]. Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2004. (In Russian)

Sovetskaya istoricheskaya entsiklopediya [Soviet historical encyclopedia], 16 vols., vol. 16.
Moscow: Sovetskaya entsiklopediya, 1976. (In Russian)

Sypchenko, A.V. Narodno-sotsialisticheskaya partiya v 1907-1917 gg. [The Popular Socialist
Party in 1907-1917]. Moscow: ROSSPEN, 1999. (In Russian)

Sypchenko, A.V. Trudovaya narodno-sotsialisticheskaya partiya: teoriya i praktika [The Labor
Popular Socialist Party: theory and practice]. Samara: SGPU, 2004. (In Russian)

Sypchenko, A.V., and K.N. Morozov, comps. Trudovaya narodno-sotsialisticheskaya partiya.
Dokumenty i materialy [The Labor Popular Socialist Party. Documents and materials]. Moscow:
ROSSPEN, 2003. (In Russian)

Zenzinov, V.M. Perezhitoe [What | lived through]. New York: Izdatel'stvo imeni Chekhova,
1953. (In Russian)

Nudopmanus 06 aBTope

Oubra JibBoBua IlporacoBa — KaHaMIaT MCTOPHUYECKUX Hayk, goreHt, https://orcid.org/0000-
0002-0120-6380, olia.protasowa201l1@yandex.ru, Tam0OBCKkHii TOCYIapCTBEHHBIM
texuuueckuii yauBepcuter (392000 Poccus, Tambos, yia. Coerckas, a. 106/5,
MOMEIIEHHE 2).

Information about the author

Olga L. Protasova — Candidate of Historical Sciences, Associate Professor, https://orcid.org/0000-
0002-0120-6380, olia.protasowa2011@yandex.ru, Tambov State Technical University
(room 2, d. 106/5, Sovetskaya ul., Tambov, Russia, 392000).

Crates noctymmmiia B penaknuto 06.04.2022; omodpena mocie pernensupoBanus 05.05.2022;
npuHsATa K nyonukanuu 12.05.2022.

The article was submitted 06.04.2022; approved after reviewing 05.05.2022; accepted for
publication 12.05.2022.

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2022. Vol. 6, no. 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 969


mailto:olia.protasowa2011@yandex.ru

