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COOTHOILIEHUH CTPAHOBOW U PETMOHAIBHOW IMHAMUKH, MOJIEPHU3ALIUA U UMIIEPCKOTO
CTPOUTEILCTBA, YHIOTCHHBIX U AK30T€HHBIX (DaKTOPOB MOJICPHHU3AIINN, ITUBAIN3AIIH-
OHHOT'O CBO€0OOpa3usi pPOCCUMCKUX MOJEPHUBAIUH.

KomnexktuB aBTOpOB, paboTaBmIMX Haja AaHHOM MoHorpadwuei (B.B. Anekcees,
E.B. AnekceeBa, O.H. borarsipesa, JI.A. Jamkesuu, O.K. Epmakoa, K.W. 3y0koB,
E.}O. KazakoBa-AnkapumoBa, H.C. Kopenanos, E.A. Kypnaes, B.Il. Mukutioxk,
E.I'. Hexmonos, C.A. Hedenos, M.IO. HeuaeBa, 1.B. [lo6epexnukos, C.A. [1bsH-
koB, E.}O. Pykocyes, E.C. Tynucos), npenctaBiiseT HECKOJIbKO MOKOJICHUH yUEHBIX,
OT CaMbIX MaCTUTBIX U 3aCIIyKEHHBIX, 10 JOCTATOYHO MOJIOJBIX U MEPCIEKTUBHBIX. B
cllydae T'yMaHUTApHBIX HAyK TaKO€ COEAMHEHHE OOBIYHO OKasbiBaeTcs 3((exTuB-
HBIM, YTO W IPOJIEMOHCTPUpOBAJAa pereHsupyemasi MoHorpadus. OTMeTuM, 4TO UC-
cleloBaHue, JIETIIee B OCHOBY MOHOTpaduu, BBIIOIHEHO 3a cUeT rpaHTa Poccuiicko-
ro Hay4Horo (oHja, YTO MO3BOJUIIO YUYaCTHUKAM HAYyYHOTO MPOEKTa U MaciiTabHee
OpraHu30BaTh cOOP MCTOYHUKOBBIX MAaTEpPHAJIOB, U apoOUPOBATH HUCCIEIOBATEIb-
CKYIO KOHIETIIUIO Ha Pa3JIMUYHbIX HAyYHBIX (hOopyMax.

CrtpykTypa MOHOTrpaduu MoJYMHEHa 00IIeMy aBTOPCKOMY 3aMbICITy: CHaydasa Mo-
3UIUOHUPYIOTCA TEOPETUKO-METOJO0JOTUUYECKUE OCHOBAHUS MCCIIEIOBAHUS, 3aTeM
ONMUCBHIBAETCS POCCUICKAasi MOJIENIb MOJECPHHU3ALNM, a Jajee aBTOPbl MEPEXOIAT Ha
YPOBEHBb PETUOHA, XapAKTEPU3YSl PETUOHATIBHBIX COIIUATIbHBIX AKTOPOB U AHAIU3UPYS
MHCTUTYLIMOHAJIBHBIX aKTOPOB MOJEPHU3AIMHU. Ypaji, ¢ TOYKU 3PEHUS] aBTOPCKOTO
KOJUIEKTHBA, «SIPKO BOIUIONIAET OOIIME THUIOJIOTMYECKUE YEepThl M HAIMOHAJIBHO-
HMCTOPUYECKYIO CrieM(PUKy mepexoia OT TPAIUIITMOHHOTO 00IEecTBa K MHAYCTPHATb-
HOMY»®, SIBIISSICH PETHOHOM (DPOHTHPHONH MOJEPHH3ALMH, a 3HAYHT, KAK B 3epKajIe
oTpaxasi CrieliM(pUKy CTPAaHOBOM MOJIEPHU3AIINH, KOTOpask TaKXKe SBISIACh PpOHTHUP-
HOM.

ABTOpBI TPAMOTHO CUCTEMATHU3UPYIOT MOJAXO0bl K MOJACPHU3ALIUU, CIOKUBIITUECS
KaK B OTEUECTBEHHOM, TaK U 3apyOekHON uctopuorpadun (crenuduka poccuinckoi
MOJIEPHU3AIMHU, MOJIEIM MOJAEPHU3ALNH, XPOHOJOTHUYECKUE PAMKH MOJEpPHU3AIUN),
BBISIBJISISE HEJTOCTATKK MPEIIESCTBYIONIUX MOJIXO0A0B, U3 KOTOPHIX OTIPABHON TOUKOM
1St GOPMUPOBAHUST YHUKAJIBHONM aBTOPCKOM KOHIICTIUHU CTalo o0111ee /71t OOJBIINH-
CTBa MPEAIICCTBEHHUKOB TOHUMAHHE TOCYJapCTBa KaK IOYTH €IUHCTBEHHOI'O MO-
JNEpPHU3AIMOHHOTO akTopa. [loIBEprHyB COMHEHHUIO 3TOT MOCTYJAT, KOJIJIEKTUB y4e-
HBIX OOpaTHIICS K WJE€ BBISBJICHHS PA3IUYHBIX aKTOPOB POCCUICKON MOJEpPHU3AINN
Y ONIPEICJICHUS] UX POJIU B 3TOM IIpOIlecce.

HoBu3Ha mojaxoma aBTOPOB BUAUTCS B OPUEHTALUM HA «AKIIMOHU3M», TTIOHUMAae-
MBI KaK «IIPU3HAHUE aKTUBHOUM POJIUM Pa3HOOOPa3HBIX CyOBEKTOBY, MOATOMY MOJEP-
HU3AlM TPaKTyeTCsd KaK «pPe3yJbTUPYIONIAasi MHOTOYMCIICHHBIX JESITEIbHOCTEH,

: AKTOpsl poccuiickoil umnepckoir moaepauzanuu (XVIII — navano XX B.): permoHanbHOe
u3mepenue / [B.B. AnekceeB u ap.]; otB. pea. U.B. Ilobepexxnukos. ExarepunOypr: bank xymnb-
TypHOU nadpopmanuu, 2016. C. 6
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IIPAKTHK, CTPATErHii, KOH(MINKTOB, aTbIHCOB M T.1.» POJIb TEOpETHUECKOi paMKu
IIPX 3TOM WIPAET CTPYKTYPALMOHHBIM MOIXOJ, & METOAOJIOTMYECKOM OCHOBOM MpPH
M3YYeHUHU COOCTBEHHO MOJICPHM3AIIMOHHBIX TpaHCc(opmalnii BHICTYIAET (uUryparu-
OHHasl BEpPCHs TEOPUHU MoJiepHu3aiuu, pazpadborannas U.B. [To6epexxHUKOBBIM. AB-
TOPBI KOJUIEKTUBHOMN MoOHoTrpaduu TaKXe UCIIOBEIYIOT HUCTOPHUKO-
AHTPONOJIOTUYECKUN TOAXOM, AAIOINNA BO3MOYKHOCTH «AaHTPOIIOJIOTU3UPOBATh H3Y-
YeHUE aKTOPHOW MH(PACTPYKTYpPbl MOJECPHU3ALMH, TIONOJHUB, B YACTHOCTHU, XapaK-
TEPUCTUKN TEHJCHIMM aHAJIN3aMH MOTHBALUKA B KaTETOPUSIX MBICINA CAMHX UCTOPHU-
YECKHX TIEPCOHAKEH .

«Ton» Bcelt MoHorpaduu 3agaeT nepBas riaBa «TeopeTuko-MeTo10JI0THYECKUE
ocHoBaHus» (Hanmucana M.B. IloOepeKHUKOBBIM), B Hadalle KOTOPOM JeTalibHO Xa-
pakTepu3yeTcs mapajaurMa MOJEpHU3aLNU, pa30UpParOTCs €€ BEPCUH, aHAIU3UPYIOT-
cs1 paboThl BEAYIIMX TEOPETUKOB. Cepbe3Hbl HAYUHBIN MMOAXO0J XapaKTepeH i ma-
parpada 1.2 «AKTOpPHBIN MOAX0/1», B KOTOPOM OOBSICHSIETCS JIOTMKa (POPMUPOBAHUS
METO/I0JIOTUM aBTOPOB HcciieloBaHusA. OTMETUM, YTO aBTOP JEMOHCTPUPYIOT I1y0o-
KO€ 3HAHHE UCTOPHOrpaPUU — KaK POCCUUCKOW, TaK U 3apyOexHOH, — a TaKke Mpo-
(deccroHanbHO PabOTAET C KOHLEMIMIMU «CMEKHBIX» HayK — COLIMOJIOTHUYECKUMH,
MOJINTOJIOTUYECKUMHU, KyJIbTYPOJIOTHUECKUMHU, (PUI0COPCKUMU MOCTPOCHUSAMHU, yMe-
JIO TpUBJIEKas, UHTETPUPYS T€ WM HMHBIE UAEU B METOAOJOTHI0 COOCTBEHHOIO HC-
CJIE€OBaHUS.

I'maBa 2 «Poccuiickass MoJenb MOJEpHU3AIUU: (PAKTOPBI, aKTOPbI, KOHTEKCT)
BKJIFOYAaeT Heckoibko maparpados. Ilaparpad 2.1 «DakTopsl poccuiickoil umrep-
ckoit mosepHu3anun» (Harmucan C.A. HedenoBbiM) MOCBSIIEH BBISBICHHUIO U OMHCA-
HUIO (DAaKTOPOB MOJIEPHUBALNU, OMPEICISIBIINX «IIPUUUHBI, TTOOYXKAeHUS U o0Opa3s
MBICJIei IeHCTBYIONIHX JINI] (AKTOPOB) MOEPHHU3AIMOHHOTO TIPOIECCay’, YTO T03BO-
JAJI0 aBTOPY paccMmoTpeTh uctoputo Poccun XVII — Havanma XX BB. 1IOJ ONpeesieH-
HbIM («au(Gy3UOHHBIMY) yIiIoM 3peHus. KitoueBbiM (hakTOpoM 3TOTo mepuoja Obl-
JIO TEXHUYECKOE U, B OCOOCHHOCTH, BOEHHO-TEXHHUYECKOE MPEBOCXOJCTBO 3amaja,
IIPY 3TOM KaXkJas BOJIHA MOJEPHU3AIMU CONPOBOXKIATIACH MPOLIECCOM CHHTE3A HO-
BbIX, IPUHECEHHBIX C 3araja, U CTapbIX, TPAAUIMOHHBIX JUisi Poccuu, MHCTUTYTOB.
Tak, B XVII B. B EBpone npouuu 18e Au¢dy3u0oHHbIE BOIHBI, CBI3aHHbBIE C TOSIBIIE-
HueM B l'omaHauM OKEaHCKHX Kopabiielh HOBOTO THIIA M BOEGHHBIMH pedopmamu
mBeackoro kopoiisi ['ycraBa Anonbga. [locnenoBasmime 3a 3TUMU COOBITHSIMH TIET-
poBckue npeodpazoBanus B Poccun, kak nokassiBaer C.A. Hedenos, umeer cMbIci

. AxTopsl poccuiickoil umnepckoit moaepuuzanuu (XVII — nagano XX B.): peruoHaibHOE
n3mepenue. C. 7.

N AKkTOpBbl poccuiickoil umnepckoir moaepauszanuu (XVIII — navano XX B.): pernoHanbHOe
n3mepenue. C. 26.

> AKTOpBI poccuiickoii nmmepckoit Moxepumsamuu (XVIII — Hauano XX B.): peruoHaabHOe
u3mepenue. C. 33.
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paccMaTpuBaTh B pycie nu¢dy3nOHUCTCKON TEOPHH, KOTJa BCIe ] 3a IIEPeHUMaHUEM
HOBOW BOCHHOU TEXHOJIOTHU CIEAYET U MEePEHUMaHUE rOCyIapCTBEHHBIX, IKOHOMHU-
YECKUX, MOJUTUYECKUX WMHCTUTYTOB CTPAHBI-HOBATOPA, TAaK YTO METPOBCKOE CaMO-
JIep’KaBHe SIBUJIOCH KOIMMEH IIBEJICKOr0 BOEHHO-OIOPOKPATHUECKOro a0CONI0THU3MA
IIPU ONPEICIICHHOM BJIMSHUU TOJUIAHJICKOTO KYJIBTYPHOTO Kpyra.

Bonna MopepHm3amuu 10 TIpPyCcCKOMy 00pasily, BBI3BaHHAs YCIIeXaMu
Opunpuxa I, mpuBena kK O0CBOOOXKIACHHMIO JBOPSHCTBA OT 00S3aTE€IbHONW BOEHHOU
CIIyO0bl, HO HAJIOXKWJIACh HAa BTOPUYHYIO (paHily3ckyro IudQPy3uoHHYIO BOIHY,
NPUBEAIIYIO K «O(QPAHIY)KUBAHUIO» POCCUHUCKOrO ABOpSHCTBA. Ellle ojjHa BoJIHA MO-
JEpHU3AIMU TI0 (paHIly3cKoMy oOpa3ily Oblia crpoBolupoBaHa HamoneoHOBCKUMU
3aBOCBAHUSIMU U MpPUBEJIA HE TOJBKO K BOEHHBIM, HO U COLMAIBHBIM pedopMam:
MMEHHO B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE B MOHOTpaduu HaM MpeJjiaratoT paccMaTpuBaTh KOHCTHU-
TYIIMOHHBIE TPOEKThl CriepaHcKoro u aexkadpuctoB. HoBbIM MOJEpHHU3AMOHHBIM
BbI30BOM XIX B. cTalld aHINIMIICKas MPOMBINUIEHHAs PEBOJIOLUS U TepMaHCKas
«BTOpasi MPOMBIILICHHAS PeBOMIONMY. Kak TpaaAulMOHATUCTCKYIO PEaKIUIo Ha MPO-
AHTJIMICKUI TuOepain3M MOXKHO BOCIIPUHUMATH 310Xy pyoexka 1870-x — 1880-x ro-
JI0B, KOTJIA TEPPOPUCTHI PACCMATPUBAIICH KAK «OPYIAUS 3aIagHOTO BIMSHHS» , HO
nonuTuka uaaycrpuanuzauuu N.A. Beimnerpaackoro u C.HO. Butre opuenTupoBa-
Jach Ha TepPMaHCKUI oOpasell, Kak U BECTEpPHHU3AIMOHHAS IIPOrpaMma arpoTexHuye-
ckoit mogepHuszanuu I1.A. CronpinuHa.

B maparpade 2.2 «['ocynapcTBO Kak akTOp UMIIEPCKON MOAepHU3AIMU» (HaIu-
can B.B. AnekceeBbiM) 0003HAaYarOTCS IBA OCHOBHBIX dTaIra UMIIEPCKON MOJIepHHU3a-
ruu: netpoBckuii (1700—-1860 rr.) u anekcanapoBckuii (1861-1916), Ho aBTOp mpen-
JaraeT HaMm 3aAyMaThCsi O BO3MOXKHOCTH BBIJICJICHHS BUTTEBCKOro drama (1883—
1906), «B Teuenue xkotoporo C.FO. Butrte nan caMmblii MOUTHBIN TOJYOK UMITEPCKOM
MOJIEpHU3AIMHU, HO, HE OyJy4M MEPBHIM JIUIIOM B rOCYAapCTBE, ... HE MOT BCEIENO
KOHTPOJIHPOBATh €€ XO/» . XapaKkTepu3yst c1a0ble MOICPHU3ALHOHHbIC HHUIINATHBEL
OonpIIMHCTBA UMIIEpaTopoB, B.B. AnekceeB nmpeniiaraet nepecMoTpeTh yCTOSBIIIHE-
Csl XapaKTEPUCTUKHU JIEKAOPUCTOB U BOCIPUHUMATH WX KaK HEJIOOIICHEHHBIX aKTOPOB
POCCUHCKOW MOJAEpHU3aMU. YeTKas OLlEHKa JAeTCs U YPOBHIO OTCTaBaHus Poccuu
OT TIEPEIOBBIX JEP’KaB CBOETO BPEMEHU: OHO HOCHJIO CTaUaIbHBIN XapakTep, U B TO
BpeMs «KaK MHUP BCTYIaJl B HOBYIO MHAYCTPUAIIBHYIO CTaINIO pa3BuTus, Poccus oc-
TaBaJach TPAAULIUOHHON arpapHOu nepmaBoﬁ»S.

% Aktopsl poccuiickoii ummepckoir moaeprausanuu (XVIII — nauano XX B.): perHoHanIbHOE
n3mepenue. C. 39.

7 Aktopsl poccuiickoii umrmepckoir moaepuusamuu (XVII — magano XX B.): perHoHAIbHOE
n3mepenue. C. 42.

® Aktopbl poccuiickoii umrmepckoit mogepuuzanuu (XVII — Hayano XX B.): perHoHanIbHOE
u3mepenue. C. 44.
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AKTOpCKasi pojib TOCYyIapCTBa, 10 MHEHUIO YpPajJbCKOTO YYEHOTO, MPOSBUIACH B
MPUHATUHN PEIICHUs 00 OTMEHE KPEMOCTHOIO IMpaBa M MOCIEIYIONIEM MPOBEICHUU
1eoro psaaa pedopM, B pa3BepTHIBAHUU JKEJIE3HOOPOKHOTO CTPOUTEITLCTBA, B aK-
TUBHBIX MEpax IO PETryJIUPOBAHUIO XO3AMCTBEHHOW KU3HU, B MPUHATHHU MPOTPAMM
IPOMBIIIJIEHHOTO Pa3BUTHS CTPAHbI, AKTUBHOM IPUBJICUEHUN NHOCTPAHHBIX KalHUTa-
JIOB, IPOBEJICHUH JACHEIKHON PePOPMBI, pacIIpOCTPAHEHUN TPAMOTHOCTH.

B xome aHanmm3a JeATENBRHOCTH TOCYHapCTBa Kak aKTopa MOJACPHU3ALWU
B.B. AnekceeB npeayiaraeT HaM HOBYIO OOBSICHUTEIIbHYIO MOJENIb IPUYHUH COIUATb-
HOTO B3pbiBa 1917 roga B mpoTHBOBEC MPEKHEN KIACCOBOW KOHLIETIUU: MO €r0 MHE-
HUIO, OMBIT KaMTAIUCTUYECKON MOJIEPHU3ALMU B CHIIY IMOCIEIIHOCTA MPUMEHEHHUS
Mpulea B MPOTUBOpPEYHE C TpaaulusiMu Poccuu, a collMaibHBIM B3PBIBOM BOCIIOJb-
30BaJIUCh COIMAJIMCTHI U YCTAaHOBUJIM CBOM CTPOM, MPOJIOKUB KypC Ha MOJIEPHHU3A-
1[MI0, HO C JAPYroi MoJuTH4YeCKoi okpackou. [IpusHaemcs, 4To HE BCe B 3TON 0ObsIC-
HUTEJIHLHOM MOJIENIU BBITJISIAUT PaBHO yOEIUTEIbHBIM, OJIHAKO BBIBOJ O MEPBUYHOCTU
MOJICPHU3AIMN KaK SIBJICHUS [IUBUJIU3AIMOHHON 3HAYMMOCTH U BTOPUYHOCTH Kamu-
Tallu3Ma U colann3ma (Kak Ipexo/IAiluX SBICHUN B HEl) 3aCTyKUBAET OCMBICIICHUS
U JajdbHEWIled HayqYHOU TPOopabOTKH.

B maparpade 2.3 «Crpareruu poccuiickoi UMIIEPCKON MOIEpHU3AIMIY (HAIIMCaH
K.1. 3yO6koBbIM) aBTOp 0003HAYAET OOIIMI OPUEHTUP POCCUHUCKUX MOJIEPHU3ALUNA —
«paBHEHUE HA CaMyI0 MEPEAOBYIO M MOCTOSHHO MOACPKUBABIIYIO 3TO JIMIEPCTBO
€BPOIENCKYIO “COBpCMCHHOCTB”>>9, Y BBIJCSET JABE MOJCIM MOJIepHU3AIMU: a0COo-
JTIOTUCTCKYIO (MacmTabHas eBponeusanus npu [lerpe I, kputuuHbiit 0TO0p 3aUMCT-
BYEMbIX HHHOBAIIMI U €BPOTIEU3allisl CaMOCO3HaHUs pycckoro obiectBa npu Exarte-
pune II) u mocrabcomorucrckyto (pepopmbr 1860-x — 1870-x rr., BhIpakaBIiue T€H-
JEHIIUIO MPUHIIMITUATIBHBIX MPOTPECCUBHBIX CIABUTOB B CHUCTEME B3aMMOOTHOIIICHUM
rocyJlapcTBa M OOIIECTBa, cTparerus unaycrpuaibHoro npopsiBa C.1O. Butte u ar-
papsbie pedopmsel [1.A. CtonsinuHa, TPU3BaHHBIE «JIBUHYThH BIEPE» MOACPHU3AIU-
OHHBIH MPOIIECC 3a CYST MOACPHHU3AIMHU CaMOH TTOJTyaOCOTIOTUCTCKON MOHAPXHH).

B naparpade 2.4 «DpoHTHpHAs MOAEpHHU3ALMS KaK POCCUNCKHUI (peHOMeHn» (Ha-
nucad M.B. [To6epexHUKOBBIM) JTIOKa3bIBAETCS celudrKa POCCUUCKON MOJIepHU3a-
UK KaK GpOHTHPHOU. B cucTeMe n0ka3aTesibCcTB aBTOpa BBIAEIAETCS HECKOIBKO ap-
TYMEHTOB: YCJIOBUS MPUCOCIUHEHUSI U OCBOCHHUSI TEPPUTOPUIN OKA3bIBAJIU BO3CICT-
BHE Ha JAJBHEUINNN XOJl MOJAEpHU3AIMKN; (POHTUPHAS AUHAMHUKA 00Jajana CBOCH
JIOTUKOM; 3HAYUTEIbHAsI POJIb TPAHCIIOPTHOTO (PpaKTOpa HA BCEM MPOTSHKEHUU HCTO-
pUH CTpaHbl, pa3Has cTerneHb d(P(HEKTUBHOCTU arpapHOM KOJIOHW3AIWHU; MPOMBIIII-
JIHHAs1 KOJIOHU3a1us (B YaCTHOCTH, HA YpaJie); 3HaYUTEIbHBIC YCUIIHS TI0 o0ecreye-
HUIO 0€30MacHOCTH TPAHMII U MWIMTApU3ANKs (PPOHTUPHBIX TEPPUTOPHUI; paHHEE
dbopmupoBaHre J0CTaTOYHO A(PH(PEKTUBHOTO TPAAUIIMOHATIMUCTCKOTO TOCYAapCTBa.

’ Aktopsl poccuiickoii ummepckoir moaepuuzanuu (XVII — nauano XX B.): perHoHanIbHOE
n3mepenue. C. 55.
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Mapxkepom pponTHpHON MOomepHu3anuu, o MEeHHIO M.B. [ToGepexHnKkoBa, BBHICTY-
najga pa3HOBEKTOpHas nud@y3us, a CIeACTBHEM SBJsUIaCh yCHIIMBAOIMascs Qpar-
MEHTapHOCTh OOIIECTBA, OYAaroBBIM XapakTep MOJEPHU3AIMHU, KOT/la AHKIABHOCTD
COCTaBJsJIa CYyThb CaMOW MOJIEpPHU3ALMH, a MPOMBIILUICHHBIE aHKIJIABBI OKPYKAJIHCH
COXpaHsIBIIEHCS TPpaIUIIMOHHOM arpapHoi nepudepueii. Heo6Xxo1umMo 0OTMETUTh, YTO
aBTOPY B ATOM paszelie yAAIOCh UCKYCHO «BIUIECTH B TKaHb» OOBSICHUTEIHLHON MO-
nenv KoHenuuto nmonuronoros A.J[. boraryposa n A.B. Bunorpamaosa, kacarmouryro-
cst GOpMHUPOBAHUS AHKJIABOB BHYTPH 00IIIECTBA.

['maBa 3 «PernoHasbHbIE AKTOPBI COLMATIBHOM CPEABD) MOCBSIIEHA, KaK U CIEAYET
U3 Ha3BaHUs, aKTUBHBIM JESTENSIM MOJEPHU3ALUU: MpeAnpuHuMaressam (maparpad
3.1, nanucan E.I'. HexmonoeiM u B.I1. MukuTiokom), UHTEIUIMTeHIIMU (TIaparpad
3.2, nanucan JI.A. JlamkeBuu u B.Il. MUKUTIOKOM), HTHOCTPAHHBIM CHEIMATUCTAM
(maparpad 3.3, nanucan E.B. AnekceeBoii, O.K. Epmakosoii, E.A. Kypnaessim,
B.I1. Muxkutiokom, E.FO. PykocyeBbim). ['1aBa 4 «PernonanbHble MHCTUTYLHOHAIb-
HBbIE€ aKTOPbI MOJICPHHU3ALIMNY SBJISETCS caMOil OOJBIION Mo 00beMy: Ha HEe MPUXO-
JIUTCS MOJOBHMHA TeKCTa MOHOTrpaduu. ['1aBa COCTOUT U3 HECKOJIbKUX Taparpados:

4.1 «AIOMUHUCTpPaTHBHBIM  anmapar W palMoHanu3auus»  (HalMcaH
E.C. Tynucoseim, 1.B. Tlo6epexuukoBbiM, E.A. Kypnaessim, H.C. KopenanoBbim),

4.2 «MucTuTyTHl camoympasienus» (Hanucan E.lO. KazakoBoil-AnkapumoBoid,
N.B. Ilo6epexunkoBbiM, O.H. borarsipeBoii, C.A. [IbIHKOBBIM),

4.3 «OOmecTBeHHbIE 0OpOBOJBHBIE acconanuny (Hanucan M.IO. HeuaeBoii,
B.I1. MuxkuTiokom, E.}O. KazakoBoii-AnkapumoBoit, JI.A. JlamkeBuq),

4.4 «lIpodeccuonanvubie obmectBa» (Hanmucan E.FO. KazakoBoii-Ankapu-
MOBOM),

4.5 «lIpencraBuTenbckue opraHu3anuu U naptun» (Hanucan B.I1. Mukutiokom,
E.1O. PykocyeBbim).

OO6e rnaBbl conmepxkaT OOoraThlii KOHKPETHO-UCTOPUUECKHN MaTepHall, MpU3BaH-
HBII MPOJEMOHCTPUPOBATH «MHOTOOOpa3ue JABMKYIIUX CHJI POCCUMCKON MOJIEpHU-
3aIliy UMIIEPCKOTO TIEPUoia, OTHIOAL HE CBOJUMBIX TOJBKO K CaMOJEpP>KaBHOMY T'O-
CyZapcTBY» . ABTODBI IPHXOIAT K BBIBOLY, YTO B PA3BUTHH BCEX PETHOHAIBHBIX aK-
TOPOB MPOU3OIILINA CYIIECTBEHHBIE CIBUTH (OCOOEHHO 3aMETHBIE CO BTOPOU MOJIOBU-
bl XIX B.), cBA3aHHBIC ¢ nUBepcuPUKaNIIel U MHTCHCU(PUKAIIMEH YdKOHOMUYECKON U
KyJIbTYpHOH >KM3HU pernoHa. MIHTepecHbI BBIBOJBI aBTOPOB 00 M3MEHEHWH oOpaza
3aBOJYMKA — OT OpraHu3aTopa MPOM3BOJICTBA M YHUBEPCAJIHHOTO CHEIHAINCTa
(XVIII B.) kK 3aBOUUKY-TATUPYHIUCTY, TUCTAHIIUPOBABILIEMYCSI OT HEMOCPEACTBEH-
HOTroO yrpasiienus (nepsas nosioBuHa XIX B.), 1 CHOBA K 3aBOJJUMKY-MEHEIKEPY BTO-
pou nosioBuHbl XIX — Hauana XX B. B ne1om, Kak CYUTAOT aBTOPBI PELEH3UPYEMOU
MoOHOTpaduu, UM YIaI0Ch «OOPUCOBATH KOHTYPHI aKTOPHON HHPPACTPYKTYpPHI MO-

' Aktopsl poccuiickoii ummnepckoit moaepausamu (XVII — navano XX B.): pernoHajgbHOE
u3Mmepenue. C. 310.
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JNEpHHU3ALMH, [TPOAHAIN3UPOBATH CTAHOBIIEHUE PAJA 3HAYMMBIX aKTOPHBIX COLMANb-
HbIX U MHCTUTYLHOHAJIbHBIX TPYII B PETMOHAIBHOM MacluTade, pacCMOTPETh 3BO-
JIFOIIMIO UX CTAaTyCOB, IPHMEHAEMbIX CTPATEIHii Ha Pa3HBIX (azax MOJCPHHU3ALMMIY .

KoHkpeTHO-UCTOpHUYECKU MaTepua, Mo 3aMbICIIy aBTOPOB, JOJKEH WILITIOCTPU-
pOBaTh TEOPETUUECKUE TTOCTPOCHUS, IEKIapUPOBAHHBIE B MEPBBIX JBYX (TeopeThuye-
CKUX) r1aBax KHUTU. OIHAKO TOT (pakT, UTO 3T paseibl Imucaia OoJbIiasi rpyIia
YUEHBIX, IPUBOAUT K OMPEAEIIEHHOMY Pa3pbiBy MEXKIYy ABYMS YaCTSIMH TEKCTa (T€o-
PETUYECKUMHU TIOCTPOCHUSIMU M KOHKPETHO-UCTOPUUYECKUMH MITYIUSMU). DTOT pas-
PBIB BPSIZT JIM TOJIHOCTBIO YCTPAHUM JaXe MPHU CEPhE3HON peaakTOpcKoil padore u
NpU3HAHUK 0a30BOM TEOPETUYECKON KOHIEMIMU BCEMH YJE€HaMHU aBTOPCKOTO KOJ-
nextuBa MoHorpaguu. [Ipu cpaBHEHHH TEKCTOB OTAENbHBIX MaparpadoB 1 BHIBOJIOB,
pe3roMHUpYyEMBIX U3 3TUX Naparpados B 3akitoueHuu (Hanucano U.B. [TobepexHuko-
BbIM), 3aMETHA Pa3HUIIA BO BJIAJICHUU TEOPETUUYECKUM SI3bIKOM M 3HAHMEM KOHIIETI-
LM CMEXHBIX HAyK Y aBTOPOB OTJEJBHBIX Pa3/eiiOB U aBTOPOB TEOPETUUECKUX TJIAB
u 3akmoueHusa. K coxalieHuio, Takoi pas3pbiB — 0011ast 0e1a KOJUIEKTUBHBIX MOHO-
rpaduii, MOSBIIAIOMIMXCA B HAILIEH UCTOPUYECKON HAYyKe.

N3 HenpocTaTkoB MOHOTpaduu CleAyeT OTMETUTh KpaliHe HeyAOOHBIA sl 4uTe-
HUS, B CHJIy CBOEr0 MHHMATIOPHOTO pasMmepa, mpudt. B coueraHuun ¢ mupoxkum
(dbopMaToM CTpaHHI] KHUTHU 3TO IPOU3BOIUT OCOOECHHO yApydarollee BIEYATICHHE.
Tak>ke Bps JIM B TAKOM M3JaHUU ONPABAAHO OTCYTCTBUE CIELIMAIIBHOIO CIIPABOYHO-
ro anmnapara — ajqiaBUTHOTO U TeOrpapuUecKoro ykasaTenei, Ciucka HCTOYHUKOB U
auTepaTypsl U T.M. OAHAKO 3T HEAOCTAaTKU HE yMaJSIOT JJOCTOMHCTB MOHOI'pa(pUU
YPAIBCKUX YUCHBIX.

[TonBozs utor, ckakem, 4TO B OOLIMPHOM I10JI€ JIUTEPATYpPhl, IOCBALICHHON TEM
WJIM MHBIM aclieKTaM pPOCCUICKOM MOAEpHU3aLus, pelieH3upyemMas MoHorpadus Bpsia
JIM 3aTepsieTCs: €€ OTIMYAIOT Cepbe3Has MPOAYMAHHOCTb TEOPETUYECKUX IMOJXOJ0B
(Ha 0a3e THIATEIBHOIO aHaJIM3a MMEIOIIETOCs CIEKTpa MCCIIENOBATEIbCKUX Tpaau-
M) ¥ LIMPOKUN OXBAT PETMOHAJIBLHOIO MaTepuaia Kak Ha ypOBHE JMUYHOCTHOM, TaK
Y UHCTUTYLIMOHAJILHOM.

O.10. Conoosnkuna,
Jloxmop ucmopuueckux Hayx, npogeccop,
Yepenoseykuti 20cy0apcmeeH bl YHU8epcumem

"' Akropsl poccuiickoii ummnepckoit moaepausamu (XVII — nauano XX B.): pernoHagbHOE
n3Mepenne6. C. 312.
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In the post-Soviet period, modernization became one of the most attractive topics
for representatives of various disciplines of the social and humanitarian profile. This
problematic field was where the approaches of foreign historiography were first
tested and then Russian innovative concepts began to appear. The authors of the
monograph under review represent the Ural school of thought headed by the acade-
mician V.V. Alekseev, which develops a specific problematic methodology for
studying the spatial and temporal characteristics of Russian modernization, focusing
on the correlation of country and regional dynamics, modernization and imperial
construction, endogenous and exogenous factors of modernization, and civilizational
identity of modernizations in Russia.

The team of authors who worked on this monograph (V.V. Alekseev,
E.V. Alekseeva, O.N. Bogatyreva, L.A. Dashkevich, O.K. Ermakova, K.I. Zubkov,
E.Yu. Kazakova-Apkarimova, N.S. Korepanov, E.A. Kurlaecv, V.P. Mikityuk,
E.G. Neklyudov, S.A. Nefedov, @ M.Yu. Nechaeva, 1.V. Poberezhnikov,
S.A. P'yankov, E.Yu. Rukosuev, and E.S. Tulisov) represents several generations of
scientists and includes both most respected and honoured and quite young and prom-
ising scholars. In the case of the humanities, such a combination is usually very ef-
fective, which is demonstrated by the monograph under review. It should be noted
that the research the monograph was based on was carried out with the support of a
grant received from the Russian Science Foundation, which allowed the participants
of the research project to organize a larger collection of source materials and to dis-
cuss the research concept in various scientific forums.

The structure of the monograph is subordinated to the general intention of the au-
thors: first, the theoretical and methodological foundations of the research are posi-
tioned, then the Russian model of modernization is described, and after that the au-
thors move further to the regional level, characterizing regional social actors and
analysing institutional actors of modernization. From the authors’ point of view, Ural
“vividly symbolises the common typological features and national historical specif-
ics of the transition from the traditional to industrial society,”' being a region of the
frontier modernization, and therefore reflecting the specifics of the country moderni-
zation, which was also a frontier one.

"'V.V. Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization (thel 8" — the Beginning of
the 20" Century): the regional dimension [in Russian] (Yekaterinburg: Bank kul'turnoi informatsii,
2016), 6.
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The authors methodically systematize the approaches to modernization that have
developed both in Russian and in foreign historiography (specificity of Russian
modernization, modernization models, and chronological framework of moderniza-
tion), identifying the disadvantages of previous approaches. The starting point in the
process of forming the unique authors’ conception was the understanding of the state
as almost the only modernizing actor, which was common for most of their predeces-
sors. Having questioned this postulate, the authors turned to the idea of identifying
various actors of Russian modernization and determining their role in this process.

The novelty of the authors’ approach can be seen in their orientation towards “ac-
tionism” understood as “the recognition of the active role of various subjects.”
Therefore, modernization is seen as “a result of numerous activities, practices, strate-
gies, conflicts, alliances, etc.”” Thus, the structural approach plays the role of the
theoretical framework, while the methodological basis for studying the actual mod-
ernization transformations is the figurative version of the modernization theory de-
veloped by I.V. Poberezhnikov. The authors of the collective monograph also use the
historical anthropological approach, which makes it possible to “anthropologize the
study of the actor infrastructure of modernization, supplementing, in particular, the
characteristics of trends with analyses of motivations in the categories of thoughts of
historical characters themselves.”

The “tone” of the whole monograph is set by the first chapter “Theoretical and
Methodological Foundations™ (written by 1.V. Poberezhnikov), at the beginning of
which the modernization paradigm is described in detail, its versions are examined,
and works by leading theorists are analysed. Serious scientific approach is character-
istic for the section 1.2 “The Actor Approach,” which explains the logic of the for-
mation of research methodology. It is worth noting that the author demonstrates a
deep knowledge of historiography, both Russian and foreign, and also professionally
works with the concepts of “related” sciences including sociological, political, cul-
tural, and philosophical constructions, skilfully integrating certain ideas into the re-
search methodology.

Chapter 2 “The Russian Modernization Model: Factors, Actors, Context” in-
cludes several sections. Section 2.1 “Factors of Russian Imperial Modernization”
(written by S.A. Nefedov) is devoted to identifying and describing the factors of
modernization which determined “the causes, motivations, and ways of thinking of
the active participants (actors) of modernization process,” which allowed the author
to look at the history of Russia of the 17" — early 20" centuries under a certain (“dif-
fusive”) angle of view. The key factor of this period was the technical and, in par-
ticular, military and technical superiority of the West, while each wave of moderni-

? Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 7.
3 Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 26.
* Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 33.
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zation was accompanied by the process of synthesizing new institutions brought
from the West with the old institutions traditional for Russia. So, in the 17" century,
two diffusive waves of modernisation could be observed in Europe; they were con-
nected with the appearance of a new type of ocean-going ships in Holland and the
military reforms of the Swedish King Gustav Adolf. According to S.A. Nefedov, it is
reasonable to consider the subsequent transformations of Peter the Great in Russia in
terms of the diffusive theory when the adoption of a new military technology is fol-
lowed by the adoption of the state, economic, and political institutions of the inno-
vating country, which is why Peter’s autocracy was a copy of Swedish military-
bureaucratic absolutism with a certain influence of the Dutch cultural circle.

A wave of modernization along the lines of the Prussian model, which was
caused by the success of Frederick II, led to the liberation of the nobility from com-
pulsory military service, but overlaid the secondary French diffusive wave that re-
sulted in the “frenchification” of the Russian nobility. One more wave of moderniza-
tion according to the French model was motivated by the Napoleonic conquests and
resulted in military and social reforms. The monograph under review offers to con-
sider the constitutional projects of Speransky and the Decembrists in this context.
The British Industrial Revolution and the Second Industrial Revolution in Germany
made a new modernization challenge of the 19" century. As a traditionalist reaction
to pro-British liberalism, one can perceive the era on the turn of the 1870s — 1880s,
when terrorists were seen as “instruments of Western influence”’ but the industriali-
zation policy of [.A. Vyshnegradsky and S.Yu. Witte focused on the German model
in the same way as P.A. Stolypin’s westernization program of agrotechnical mod-
ernization did.

Section 2.2 “The State as an Actor of Imperial Modernization” (written by
V.V. Alekseev) identifies two main stages of imperial modernization: the Peter’s
(1700-1860) and the Alexander’s (1861-1916). However, the author suggests con-
sidering the possibility of singling out the Witte’s Stage (1883—1906), “during which
S.Yu. Witte gave the most powerful impetus to imperial modernization but, not be-
ing the first person in the state..., he could not completely control its course.”® De-
scribing rather weak modernization initiatives of most emperors, V.V. Alekseev pro-
poses to review the well-established characteristics of the Decembrists and to per-
ceive them as undervalued actors of the Russian modernization. A clear assessment
is also given to the level of Russia’s lag behind the advanced powers of the time: the
lag was of stadial character and while “the whole world entered the new industrial
stage of development, Russia still remained a traditional agrarian country.””’

> Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 39.
¢ Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 42.
7 Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 44.
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The actor role of the state, according to the Ural scientist, manifested in the deci-
sion to abolish serfdom and the subsequent implementation of a number of reforms,
in the deployment of railway construction, in active measures used to regulate eco-
nomic life, in adopting industrial development programs of the country, actively at-
tracting foreign capital, in carrying out the monetary reform, and in the spread of lit-
eracy.

Analysing the activities of the state as an actor of modernization, V.V. Alekseev
offers us a new explanatory model of the causes of the social explosion of 1917, as
opposed to the former class concept. In his opinion, the experience of capitalist mod-
ernization, because of its haste of use, came into a conflict with Russian traditions,
and the socialists took advantage of the social explosion and continued with their fo-
cus on modernization, but with a completely different political colour. We admit that
not everything in this explanatory model looks equally convincing, however, the
conclusion about the primacy of modernization as a phenomenon of civilizational
significance and the secondary nature of capitalism and socialism (seen as passing
phenomena 1n it) deserves comprehension and further scientific elaboration.

In section 2.3 “Strategies of Russian imperial modernization” (written by
K.I. Zubkov), the author refers to the general guideline of Russian modernization
with its “orientation towards the most advanced European ‘modernity”® and identi-
fies two models of modernization: the absolutist one (large-scale Europeanization
under Peter I, critical selection of borrowed innovations and Europeanization of the
self-consciousness of Russian society under Catherine IT) and the post-absolutist one
(reforms of the 1860s — 1870s, expressing the tendency of fundamental progressive
shifts in the system of relations between the state and society, the strategy of indus-
trial breakthrough of S.Yu. Witte and the agrarian reforms of P.A. Stolypin, intended
to “move forward” the modernization process by modernizing the semi-absolutist
monarchy itself).

In section 2.4 “Frontier modernization as a Russian phenomenon” (written by
I.V. Poberezhnikov), a specific character of Russian frontier modernization is
proved. In the evidence system of the author, several arguments stand out: the condi-
tions of accession and development of territories had an impact on the further course
of modernization; frontier dynamics had its own logic; the significant role of the
transport factor throughout the country's history; varying degrees of effectiveness of
agrarian colonization; industrial colonization (in particular, in the Urals); significant
efforts to ensure border security and militarization of the frontier territories; and
early formation of a fairly effective traditionalist state. According to L.V. Po-
berezhnikov, a multidirectional diffusion was a marker of the frontier modernization,
while the growing fragmentation of society, and the focal nature of modernization,

¥ Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 55.
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when the enclaves formed the essence of modernization itself and industrial enclaves
were surrounded by the traditional agrarian periphery, were its consequences. It
should be noted that the author in this section managed to skilfully integrate the con-
cept of political scientists A.D. Bogaturov and A.V. Vinogradov, concerning the
formation of enclaves within society, into the explanatory model.

Chapter 3 “Regional actors of the social environment” is devoted, as the name
implies, to active leaders of modernization: entrepreneurs (section 3.1, written by
E.G. Neklyudov and V.P. Mikityuk), intellectuals (section 3.2, written by
L.A. Dashkevich and V.P. Mikityuk), foreign specialists (section 3.3, written by
E.V. Alekseeva, O.K. Ermakova, E.A. Kurlayev, V.P. Mykytyuk, and E.Yu. Ruko-
suev).

Chapter 4 “Regional institutional modernization actors” is the largest in terms of
length: it accounts for half of the the monograph’s length. The chapter consists of
several sections:

4.1 “Administrative apparatus and rationalization” (written by E.S. Tulisov,
I.V. Poberezhnikov, E.A. Kurlaev, and N.S. Korepanov),

4.2 “Institutions of self-government” (written by E.Yu. Kazakova-Apkarimova,
[.V. Poberezhnikov, O.N. Bogatyreva, and S.A. P’yankov),

4.3 “Public voluntary associations” (written by M.Yu. Nechaeva, V.P. Mikityuk,
E.Yu. Kazakova-Apkarimova, and L.A. Dashkevich),

4.4 “Professional Societies” (written by E.Yu. Kazakova-Apkarimova),

4.5 “Representative organizations and parties” (written by V.P. Mikityuk and
E.Yu. Rukosuev).

Both chapters contain rich specific historical material intended to demonstrate
“the diversity of the driving forces of Russian modernization of the Imperial period,
which is by no means reducible only to the autocratic state.”” The authors conclude
that in the development of all regional actors there have been significant changes
(especially noticeable since the second half of the 19™ century), associated with the
diversification and intensification of the economic and cultural life of the region. The
authors’ conclusions on the changes in the manufacturer’s image are interesting —
from the production organizer and universal specialist (the 18" century) to the manu-
facturer-latifundist, distanced from direct management (the first half of the 19™ cen-
tury), and again to the manufacturer-manager of the second half of the 19" — early
20" century. In general, according to the opinion of the authors of the monograph
under review, they managed to “define the outlines of the actor infrastructure of
modernization, analyse the formation of a number of significant actor social and in-
stitutional groups on a regional scale, consider the evolution of their statuses and
strategies used on different phases of modernization.”"’

? Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 310.
10 Alekseev et al., Actors of Russian Imperial Modernization, 312.
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Specific historical material, according to the authors, should illustrate the theo-
retical constructions declared in the first two (theoretical) chapters of the book.
However, the fact that these sections were written by a large group of scientists leads
to a definite gap between the two parts of the text (theoretical concepts and concrete
historical studies). This gap is unlikely to be completely eliminated even with serious
editorial work and the recognition of the basic theoretical concept by all members of
the authors’ team of the monograph. When comparing the texts of individual para-
graphs and the conclusions summarized from those paragraphs in the final conclu-
sion (written by I.V. Poberezhnikov), there is a noticeable difference in the knowl-
edge of theoretical language and knowledge of the concepts of related sciences
among the authors of separate sections and the authors of theoretical chapters and the
conclusion. Unfortunately, such a gap is quite a common problem of collective
monographs appearing in our historical science.

Among the disadvantages of the monograph, it should be noted that the font is
extremely inconvenient for reading due to its miniature size. In combination with the
wide format of the book pages, this makes a particularly depressing impression. It is
also unlikely that such a publication justifies the absence of a special reference de-
vice — alphabetical and geographical indexes, a list of sources and literature, etc.
However, these disadvantages do not deteriorate the merits of the monograph written
by the Ural scientists.

Summing up, let us say that in the vast field of literature devoted to one or an-
other aspect of Russian modernization, the monograph under review is hardly to get
lost: it is distinguished by the serious thoughtfulness of theoretical approaches (based
on a thorough analysis of the existing spectrum of research traditions) and wide cov-
erage of regional material both at the personal and institutional levels.

O.Yu. Solodyankina
Doctor of Historical Sciences, Professor,
Cherepovets State University
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